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| A-DISCOURSE ory the Nature and Subjects bo | 


of CurisSTIaN BAPTISM. ] | 
|  MaTTHew xxviit. 19, 20. f 
« So ye therefore and teach (or diſciple) all Nations, baptizing ö 


— 
them in the Name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the _ #4} 
Holy Ghoft: Teaching them to obſerve all Things whatſoever "BY; 

have commanded yon; and lo Lam with you always, even us 


vunto the End of the World. Amen.“ 
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On zbe NaTuRrE of CuRIs TAN BAP TIS I. 


2 HES E words contain the inſtructions which Chriſt gave 
his apoſtles, immediately before his aſcenſion into hea- 
1 ven. And we have here their Miſſion, with the commiſſi- 
on and authority given them for the execution of that office in 
the church, to which they were ordained.---The Ohje& they were 
to attend to in their Wini, which was to make all nations diſ- 
Ciples, baptizing them in the name of the divine Trinity, teaching 
them to obſerve all the commandments of Chrift.---And the En- 
couragement they were to act upon in this *great undertaking ; x 
even the promiſe of Chriſt's preſence. with them to the end of the 
world; implying, that the goſpel miniſtry was to continue, in 
. them and their ſucceſſors, till time ſnou'd be no more; that they 
mould be furniſhed for, and aſſiſted in their work; and that ther 
labours ſhould be crowned with ſuccefſss. bs 
The diſtinct confiteration of theſe, ſeveral e 
not now enter upon. My deſign is only to treat of CHRIS TIA | 
BAPTISM, the inſtitution of which, as a flanding goſpel 
ordinance, we have in, the words before us A ſubject very ne- 
ceſſary to be enquired into at this time, when our chufches are - #; 
| charged by ſome among us with having ſo f r departed from * {8 
the goſpel rule, in the adminiſtration of this ordinance, as that . 
we hade no true Baptiſm, and are therefore unfft for chriſtia n 
EY ge ” MS - = communion. 
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4 D ISC OUR SE or the Nature and Subjects 


of Cunisrlax Barrisu. 4.4 


-MaTrarw x Xxviit. 19, 20, 


*« Go ye therefore and teach (or diſciple) all Nations, baptizing 

them in the Name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the 

= | Koly Ghoſt: Teaching the m to obſerve all Things whatſoever 

| I bave commanded you ; and lo I am with you always, even 
unto the End of We. World. Amen. 925 | : 


Tue FIRST PART. 


' On the Naruaz f Cunrortan BayTiISM. 


| \ H E S E words contain the infleatioas whick Chriſt gave 
his apoſtles, immediately before his aſcenfion into hea- 

ven. And we have here their Miſſion, with the commiſſi- 

on and anthority given them for the execution of that office in 

the church, to which they were ordained. -The Ohject they were 

to attend to in theirminiſiry, which was to make all nations diſ- 

Ciples, baptizing them in the name of the divine Trinity, teaching 

them to obſerve all the commandments of Chriſt, Aud the En- 


even the promiſe of Chriſt's preſence. with them to the end of the 
world; implyi that the goſpel miniſtry. was to continue, in 

> them and their 2 Apa” ay till time ſhou'd be no more; that they 
ſhould be furniſhed for, and aſſiſted in their work; and that ther 
labours ſhould. be crowned with ſucceſs, 


The diſtinct conſideration of theſe ſeveral particulars, 1 . 


not now enter upon. My deſign is only to treat of CHRISTIA 


BAPTISM, the inſtitution of which, as a ſtanding goſpel 


ordinance, we have in, the words before us---A-ſubj=& very ge- 


by ceſſary to be enquired into at this time, when our churches are 


charged by ſome among us with having ſo fer departed from 


the goſpel rule, in the adminiſtration of this ordinance, as that 


we nne true Baptiſm, and are therefore uafit for chriſtian 
5 | A 2 je | communion. 
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couragement they were to act upon in this great undertaking ; _ 
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commur:i „ Even th&inftitution of water — * is denied by 


zation, or that Infants are proper ſubjects. On the 
contrary they hold that adult believers only ate capable of re- 
ceiving a valid chriſtian baptiſm ; and that dipping the whole 
body into water is abſolutely neceſſary, and the only regular, 
lawful and valid me | 
that our baptiſms are a nullity, as being adminiſtred in an un- 


Warrantable way, to unqualified, and ſo incapable ſub jects. 


= 


Such charges as theſe we have often heard advanced with a 
ſurprizing confidence, and with an impatience and contempt of 
all contradiction which, though it may perhaps amaze and ftag- 


ger weak and unſettled minds, is rather a fign of ignorance and 
Te11-conceit, than of a ſound mind, or honeft heart. When per- 
ſons affect a dogmatical and” infallible train of difcourſing on 
diſputable points, this is ſo far from being any evidence of their 


being in the right, that it may well breed in us a ſeſpicion"that 
they either have but a-ſhallow and ſuperficial underſtanding, or 
elſe taat this confidence is only an artifice to maintain a wea 
cauſe, which will not bear the teſt of fair and calm veaſoning. 
The ſcriptures Mili not encourage us to expect any ſuperior wiſ- 
dom, or underſianding in thoſe who are Wiſe in their own con- 
ceit. God will guide the meek in judgment, and the meek will 
<< he teach his way. But the ſcorner ſecketh wiſdom and findeth 
c it net.” SY te EE NED F 5 
If they who ſet themſelves to decry and diſparage our admini- 


Nrations, will undertake, in the ſpirit of meekneſs, to point out to 
* us, by the light of divine revelation, any irregularities which 


ovght to be reformed ; we ovght moſt ſeriouſly and candidly to 
attend to them. But if they ſeek to carry their point by noiſe 
and confidence, it need not move us---The ſcriptures are our only 
and ſufficient rule of faith, worſhip, and practice. To the law 


and to the teſtimony ; if men ſpeak not according to this rule, 
(What iNaminationsfoever they may boaſt of) there is no light in 


ther.” 
The whole fubje& of our preſent enquiry, may be reduced to 
theſe two points, viz. What is Chriſtian Baptiſm ? And whoare 


the proper ſubjects of it? Theſe I ſhall endeavour to reſolve by 


the light of divine revelation ---And as I claim no dominion over 
the faith of any, ſo I would ſpeak as unto wiſe men, judge ye 
what I ſay. | | | | 


Bat before I proceed to the diſcuſſion of the ſeveral] points 


which may come under examination, I would premife a few 
poſtnlates, or rules of interpreting the ſcriptures, which Þ think” 
cannot reaſonably be refuſed, or objected to. r 
1. The ſcriptures are always fo be pnderftood in that ſenſe of 
the words, which, taken in their cohnection, is moſt natural, 


Plain, obvious, and familiar to us, and thoſe for whoſe inſtruct - 
\ 0 . » — i ; : on a 


: * 


deny that Sprinkling is a lawful and valid mode 


of ſacr mental waſhing-; and therefore 
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Rules of interpreting the | Scriptures. 5 


en they were primarily deſigned. The literal ſenſe is always to 
be preferred to a figurative one, unleſs there appear plain and 
good reaſons: to the contrary. For inſtance, though the word 
_ baptize in our text iAſometimes takgn in a figurative ſenſe, for the 
giving of the Holy Spirit; yet as it literally and primarily ſigni- 
fes & waſhing with water, and this ſenſe was moſt obvious and 
famlliar to the Apoſtles, and is fo to us, and the word commonly 
bears this ſenſe in the new teſtament, and there appears no in- 
congruity with the context, or inconſiſtence with other parts of 
the ſcriptures, in* underſtanding it thus in this place; we there- 
fore conclude, that it is a Literal and Water Baptiſm that is here 


3 
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intended. On the contrary, when Chriſt tells his Apoſtles, “ 1 1M 
am with you to the end of the world.“ We cannot underſtand (118 
the words literally, of his bodily preſence. For, as the apoſtles PL 
were to diſperſe into different and remote parts of the world, it - 11 
was impoſſible that Chriſt ſhould be always with them bodil x. 
And befides, he was immediately to aſcend to, and remain in hea- "8 
ven, till the end of the world. This muſt therefore be under 


ſtood Figuratively, of thoſe gracious affiſtances which ha would 
afford+to them. F „5 Bah 
2. The ſcripture lis the beſt and ſureſt interpreter of Scripture,” 
and if the meaning of any word or phraſe ſeems doubtful,we muſt 
compare it with other places, where a like exprefſion is uſed, or 
where the fame ſubject is treated of perhaps in plainer language : 


and that interpretation is be adhered to, which is moſt confonant +, + 
to the general language and doctrine of the ſcriptures themſelves. „ 
Thus the word Baptize; in our text, may be compared with, aud } +: 307 
explained by the words of the apoſtle, in which he ſays, That 31: 
the church is ſanctified by the waſhing of water with the word?“ . 
whence we are to coniclude that water Baptiſm is a goſpel ordin 
nance: and that Baptiſm ſignifies a waſhing. 1 „ 1 
3. The ſeriptures are to be underſtood as containing not only — 
a thoſe truths which are expreſsly aſſerted, but alſo thoſe which are . £11 
'F. plainly implied. For example, it is not expreſsly aſſerted in our 3:8 
text that Baptiſm is to be a ſtanding ordinance in the church to is 
the end of the world. But then, as Chriſt has promiſed to be'with _ . Aral 
his miniſters in the execution of their commiſtten to the end of the. 4 
world; and as they were in this their commiſſion inſtructed to 1 
baptze, as well as teach; it is a fair conſequence, that the duties, þ 0 
as well as the encouragements contained in their commiſſion, { ++ 1p 
were to continue to the end of time; and ſo-baptifm is a ſtanding * \ + 
ordjinance---And that this is the true meaning, implied, though 1 
not-expreſſed in the t sst. . „ 1 
i 4. That is the true ſenſe of ſcripture which beſt agrees with x.” bf 0 
| the original text. Though the ſcriptures. were written in He 1 9 | 
| brew and Greek, by divine inſpiration, yet they were not” 15 
g tranſlated by divine inſpiration - -Some words, are not ex © 14 
IA tranflated ; and are tobe corrected by the original. Our 4 
text, I think, is an example This clauſe, go teacli all nations, 14 
ME „%% Mey | - ought F 4 | 9 


6 Rules of interpreting the | Srriptures. 


ought rather to be underſtood, « Go make all nations difciples,“ 
for fo the Greek word properly fignifies. To tgach or indoctrin- 
ate is expreſſed by another word, which we have in the latter 
verſe of our text: Teaching them to obſerve all things whatſo- 
ever I have commanded. | 


5. That interpretation of ſcripture is to be adhered to, which 


gives the beſt, apteſt, and moſt inſtructive ſenſe to the words: 
unle(s- t ſhould appear that a different ſenſe was mtended---Thus 
for em ample, I think it makes better ſenſe to read our text ac- 
cording to the amendment propoſed ; '« Go: make all nations 

diſciples; baptizing and teaching them, &c.“ than to read it ac- 
cording to our tranſlation, „Go teach all nations; baptrzing: 
thein— teaching them ;? where the tepetition of the word Teach, 
ſeems needleſs and uninſtructive. * 9 


6. The practice of the pri itive church, ſo far as it is kn * | 5 6 


is to be attended to, in caſe doubts ſhould ariſe coneernmg the 
meaning and proper adminiftration of goſpel ordinances, - The 
meaning of precepts is ſometimes cleared and aſcertained by au- 


thentic precedents. And we have no precedents, which are ſo. 


much to be regarded by us as the practice of the church in its 
earlieſt and pureſt ſtate; eſpecially in the apoſtolic age. For 


example, in our text baptiſm with water is not expreſsly mention- 


ed; but we know that in the apoſtolic and primitive church, bap- 
tiſm with water was practiſed: which ſeems to put the matter 


— 


intended. - | 


: Keeping theſe rules in mind, let us ſearch the ſcriptures upon 
the ſubjects of our preſent enquiry. And the firſt thing to be 


con ãdered is, What is Chriſtian Baptifm??““ 


out of all reaſonable doubt, that it is a wat er baptiſm that is here 


In our text, Chriſt commiſſions his miniſters to baptize the na- 1 


tions. We borrow the word Baptiſm from the Greeks; among 


whom it was commonly uſed to ſignify a wetting or waſhing in 
ſome mode, as I ſhall ſhew more particularly in the ſequel. 
Among chriſtians, baptiſm is that Religious and Sacramental 


waſhing with Water, which Chriſt has appointed as the token 


had 


and fign of our admiffion into the viſible church, and of our hav- 
ing en, intereſt in the privileges, and coming under the obligations 
of the goſpel covenant. That Chriſt did inſtitute the rite of bap- 

. tiſm, or waſhing with water in the name of the Trinity, our text, 
3 Compared wit other places of ſcripture, is a clear and fuffici- 
ent proof; notwithſtanding the cavils of thoſe who would per- 
ſuade us that only a ſpiritual-and figurative Baptiſm is required 


of chriſtiaus. 


bd 


For, how unreaſonable is it to depart needleſsly from the pri- ' 


8 


mary, literal, plain, and obvious ſenſe of the word; and embrace 


a myſtical and metaphorical interpretation? Tete, apoſtles — . 
naturally underſtand that a waſhing of the body wasenjoined; '; 
For this was a tice that they were familiarly acquainted WIDER: ; 


r \\ 


2 


\ 


had often adminiſtred themſelves. It was, it ſeems, a common 1 
token of diſcipleſhip, during the miniſtry of John the baptiſt, and 9 
Jeſus Chriſt. The word, Baptixe, is commonly in the newtéſta- 9 
ment to be underſtood of a waſhing with water. The apoftle's 
words ſhew, that the Chriſtian haptiſm is of this kind. For he 
ſays, © that Chriſt ſanctifjes his church with the wafhing of water, 
by the word *. And it is accordingly manifeſt that the apoſtles - 
did adminiſter a water baptiſm :*5 Can any man forbid water,“ 
ſays Peter; at the houſe of Cornelius , that theſe ſhould not be 
baptized: the Eunuch too'was baptized with water rand ſo no 
doubt ;all thoſe were of whoſe haptiim we Have account. And as we 
muſt believe that the apoſtles ated agreeable to the commiſſion 
and inſtructions they received from Chriſt; ſo their practice is a 
| moſt authentic precedent, whereby the nature and true meaning 
of chriſtian baptiſm, which is to be adminiftred'ts all nations, is 
illeftrated-and aſcertained. And it has accordingly been con- 
ſtantly practiſed in the church, ever fince the apoſtles. 
Baut let it ſuffiee to have hinted fhus briefly at the: proofs we 
have of the divine inſtitution of water Baptiſm. There are other 
points which will need to be more particularly diſcuſſed. Some, 
who agree with. us in acknowledging, that water baptiſm is a 
goſpel ordinance, yet hold “ that dipping is the only lawfuf and 
valid way of adminiftring it; and that pouring or fprinkling 
% of water is no true baptiſm.%” OO © 0D 
This matter muſt therefore be enquired into: for, though it may 
ſeem of no great importance in itſelf, in Which mode the ordi- 
Nance is adminiſtred, (and indeed with us it is a matter of indif - 
| ference) yet the advocafes' for dipping, generally lay'fo muck 
ſtreſs upon this particular mode, as makes a ſcandalous fchiſm in 
the church, whereby the edification of the body of Chrift in holi- 
neſs, love, peace and comfort, is greatly obſtruted. _- 
That dipping is a lawful mode of baptiſm we freely grant: And 
we ſhould ſcarce think it wotth' while to diſpute the matter with 
any, who fhould be of opinion, that this is the moſt proper and 
» || ſignificant way; if they would not hold it to be abſolutely ne- 
ceſſary, and fo place the eſſence of the ordinance in what we verily © _ 
believe to be but an indifferent circumſtance. We are ready to 
adminiſter the ordinance by immerfion occafionally, if it be de- 
fired. But as we look upon - ourſelves, as being at liberty in 
reſpect of the mode of baptiſm, we think it our duty to Stand 
« faſt in this liberty ;“ and not be intangled with the yoke of 
bondage, which we cannot find that "Chriſt has laid upon vs. 
But there are ſome, who are not content to eee oo 
I liberty in our churches that they can reaſonably defire for them- 


ſeives : with them there is no true baptiſm without dipping: nor 9 
will they have chriſtian communion with any but thoſe who have & Ih 
8 gone into the water. According to them, there are no Gofpel Xl 
I Churches in the world, except of thoſe who have been Ard. | 4 
| OG None 


* Eph. v. 26. + Ak x. 47. q Ads viii. 36, 38, 39. 
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Note are regularly calledvr ſent of God to preach the word, and 
adminifter goſpel ordinances, till they N dipped. None 


2 


whom Chriſt receives. 4 A 


| [E407 7 51100826336: $8 $43 544624 
Now, however willing we are tohave Chriſtian communion wh 


_ Chriſtian brethren ; deny the miſſions and ca whoſe 
miniſtry has been the means of our own converſion and edificati-/ 
on, deny the validity: Aa de eee which have ſo often 
been breaſts of nouriſhment and conſolation to us, and renounce? 
our baptiſm, which we, are conſcientiouſly perſuaded is both 

valid and regular; this we cannot conſent to.---And if any make 
this a ground of ſeparation from us, let all who have imbibed the 


ſpirit of chriſtianity judge, whether it be our fault; and whether 
ſuch rigidneſs in a matter ſo circumſtantial, is agreeable to the mee 


and charitable ſpirit of the Goſpel, or whether it does not rather 
look too much like phariſaical ſuperſtition, to ſay no worſe. 


Methinks our opponents have more reaſon to queſtion the va- 


lidity of their own adminiſtration, than to deny ours, upon the 


account of ſuch irregularities as they charge upon us. For tbey 
cannot deny that the baptiſm, which is adminiſtred in their com- 
munions was received at firſt by their predeceſſors, from the 


hands of ſuch as, according to their principles, were unbaptiſed, 


and conſequently could not be regularly authorized to adminiſter 
the ordinance. If they think ſprinkling to be no true baptiſm, , 
much more have they reaſon to douht the validity of immerſion, 


when performed by an unbaptized and unauthorized adminiſtra- 


tor. And, if the firſt baptiſms of that ſet, when they brit ſprung _ 
up, were invalid, how can thoſe adminiſtrations be thought va- 


lid and regular, which depend upon them. 


We muſt therefore conclude, that dipping cannot be eſſential to | 


baptiſm and Chriſtian commrnion. The conſequences are not to 


be endured.---The difficulties this principle will lead to, are inex - 


tricable.---We never can be ſatisfied that there is any true church, 


or valid baptiſm and ordinances in the world, upon theſe narrow . 
principles. And, as a farther preſumptive argument againſt the 


abſolute neceſlity of dipping, let it be confidered, that as ba ptiſm is 


enjoined on all the diſciples of Chriſt, the outward rite is doubt- = 
lets, ſuch as may be applied to all, whatever their circumſtances 
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may be.--But there are many, who cannot be dipped without ex- 


| treme inconvenience and danger. In ſome, 8 the world, 

8 water cannot be obtained for the moſt neceſſary uſes, without 
| great difficulty and expence. How then can the poor get ſuch large 
2 fupplies as are neceſſary for an immerſion? In cold climates, and 
, in the winter Teaſon, it wonld be dangerous to moſt, and, without 
, a miracle, fatal to many to be plunged under water. Can we fup- 
poſe that Chriſt has required it, as an indiſpenfible duty, that thoſe 
ſhould be dipped, who are ſo ſick and weak, that it would endan- 

ö ger their lives to waſh their hands, or be expoſed for a minute to 
the cold air? And yet there is no doubt but it may be the duty of 
ſuch to receive baptiſm.- Can we think it credible, that Chriſt:s 
eaſy yoke and light burden ſhiould, in the caſe of baptiſm, prove 
much more grievous and heavy, in many inſtances, than even the 
ö | feiner 1567 to bong ͤ ᷣ ett, 18 

1 , -. Theſe conſiderations are certainly of ſo h weight, that the 
Jneeeſſity of dipping ought not'to_ be: infiſte;on, unleſs there be 
clear and cogent reaſons for it. The ſubſtance of what is pleaded 
in favour of this mode, is-reduceable to theſe five heads? 
1 


. 


% That the proper meaning of the word Baptize, always im- 
1 plies dipping. SS I | Sue rt 

. «© That the ſcriptural examples of baptiſm were adminiſtered 

| in this way. e T Ef 
| « That this mode of adminiſtration is plaialy pointed out, 

= when the Apoftle ſays, We are buried with Chriſt in baptifm.? 


Þ « That dipping only anſwers to and fitly cepreſents the thing 

| ſignified in baptiſm: . 2 71 e eee oy 
That the primitive church adminiſtered the ordinance by 

7 dipping.” | EE BE 1 Le 

; On the contrary, we think, that the neceſſity of dipping can-- 


1 not be argued from any of theſe topics; but that they will far- 
11 niſh us with a good warrant in favour of the mode of affuſion or 
T ſprinkling. Let us examine the matter diſtinctly. . 
ö And our firſt enquiry is, what is the true and proper meaning of 


a the word Baptize, and whether it always implies dipping? We 1 
grant that the inſtitution of Chriſt requires whatever is eſſential 0 
55 to a true Baptiſm; but more than this cannot be held neceſſary. | 
Now, we have no ſort of evidence, that the word Baptize always b 
bf implies dipping ; but it plainly appears to beof a larger and more 5 
; race fignification. It properly imports: a wetting, waſhing, 3 
1 athing, in any mode, either by dipping or ſprinkling, or bleed- 3 
1 ing, or weeping, or otherwiſe. In proof of this we appeal, 1 
* In the firſt place, to thoſe: who are acknowledged to have been 58 
i beſt ſleilled in the Greek language. All the Lexicons and critics, L 
p fo far as I have found, agree, that the word ſignifies to wet, or 6 
N wach, as well as to dip. And if any who aſſert, that dipping is i 
4 conſtantly implied, have pretended, that the learned maſters of 7 
the Greek held with them, it is certainly a miregro lon e | 
93 " l j cre X * | 4 
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There has not one been found of any character or note, ſo ſayin” 


ledgement of the learned *. dif we mould admit tnat this is 
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or intimating; but quite the contrary, they do with one conſent” 


explain the word as I haveſaid. And they have ſhewn by clear 


and manifold examples from Greek writers, that waſhing or wet- 


ting, in whatever mode, whether ſprinkling or dipping, is Bap- 


tiſm. Bt e 6 2h e 
But it is ſaid by ſome, That the native, primary, and only 
te proper meaning of the word Baptiſm, is dipping :- That it fig- 
cc nifies waſhing only, conſequentially and improperly : That it is 
cc only ſuch waſhing as ſuppoſes,” and is effected by dipping, that 


dc js expreſſed by this word: That the primary and proper ſenſe 


tc js to be preferred to a conſequential and improper one.“ To 


theſe ſeveral allegations Iwould reply; 
We have nocertainty that dipping is the primary and native 


fignification of this word, or that waſhing or wetting is a conſe- 
quential or ſecondaty ſenſe; thoughvit is true, that ſome learned. 


men have been of that“ nion. I ſhould think, that wetting bids 

faireſt to be the firſEnattve, and original import of the word: For 
this is the eſſential iqea (if I may ſo ſpeak) which is always con- 
nected with, and implied in every true and proper baptiſm. Hat 


we have many undeniable inſtances, in writers ſacred and pys- 
fane, where the word Baptiſm is uſed te exprefs a wetting, with- 
out any dipping at all. Some of theſe I ſhall have occaſion to men- 
tion preſently, But, whatever the primary ſenſe ofthe word may 
be (Which I leave to the critics, it being a matter of no conſe-; . 


quence) certain it is, that waſhing, in general, without reſtriction, 


to any mode, is a true and proper baptiſm, by the general acknow- 
* 4 ; N not 
® And yet Dr. Gill has the confidence to aſſert, in the face of 
the public, without any proof, that “ the word Baptize fignifies 
« always to dip, or to waſh by dipping ; and never to pour or 
cc fprinkle.”--- Anſwer" to Clark, page 77, directly contrary - to 
the general and declared ſenſe of the moſt learned critics. 
«. Chriſt no where requireth dipping, (ſays Dr. Featly) but only 
% baptizing ; which word, (as Heſychius, Stephanus, Scapula, 
« and Budzus, the great maſters of the Greek tongus, make 
« ggod by very many inſtances and allegations out of elaſſß 
« writers) importeth no more than ablntion, or oy wrap + 5 
Ravanellus, « Baptiſm fignifiss immerſion, and alſo ſprinklin; 
And Leigh, in his Critica Sacra, ſays, That the word Baptizo ſig- 
nifies, © To ſprinkle or waſff one's body ſacramentally. - Dr. di 


7 


_ Lightfoot, ſays, "The word baptiſm does not always denote im- 


«© merfion, but ſometimes waſnhing only, or even ſprinkling.” 
Maſtricht ſays, „It fignifies waſhing, either by ſ prinkling or p 
« png.” And:I'know not why the Latin Dictionaries are not a 
good authorities in the caſe, as the Greek Lexicons. According 


1 ; Of the Signification of the Ward Baptize: 12 


not the primary, but a ſecondary and, conſequential meaning, 
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what proof, probability, or preſumption can we gather from 


hence, that this is net the true ſenſe that Chriſt meant the words 


ſhould bear, in the inſtitution of the ordinance of baptiſm? A 
man muſt be very inattenti ve to the nature of language, Who 
needs to be informed, that the native and primary meaning of 


. wards, is not the only meaning in which they may be commonly 


and properly uſed: And that by cuſtom, the original ſignificati- 
on of numberleſs words is changed, enlarged, or reſtricted. It may 

ſeem needleſs to give examples fer the illuſtration of ſo obvious a 
remark... A proclamation primarily fignifies ſomething uttered, 
proclaimed, or-publiſhed, with a loud voice; yet, as the word is 
commonly uſed and underſtood, this mode of publiſhing is not at 
all implied or intimated. An infant primarily fignifies a child 


unable to ſpeak: But we underſtand by it any child under the I 


age of diſcretion. And, to add another example, which may be 
a good parallel with the word Baptize: To Bathe, in the prima- 
ry tenſe, may perhaps imply an immerſion; and yet it is com- 
mon] y — a wetting, * waſhing. in other ways zei- 
ther by dipping, or pouring, or dropping on, or applying wet 
. heater b F a would n 
who ſhould contend, when ordered to bathe any part of his bo- 
dy, that dipping is abſolutely neceſſary, however inconvenient, 
and dangerous; and that becauſe bathing primarily ſigniſies dip- 
ping, as he ſuppoſes. Whether a primary or a ſecondary ſenſe 
of any work is to be preferred, as the true ſenſe intended, can on- 
ly be determined by other conſiderations. In ſhort, whatever be 
the primary meaning of the word baptize, which is uncert n, it 
is however agreed by all critics of note, that it fignifies waſhing 
or wetting in general, without reſtriction to any 1 mode; 
and particularly ſuch a waſhing as is not effected by dipping. We 
ha ve not the ſlighteſt preſumption, from any. thing that appears 
in the inftitution-of Chriſtian baptiſm, that the word is not there 
to be underſtood in the fame indeterminate manner, or that 


= (Chriſt meant to: confine his diſciples to any particular mode. 


Waſhing, in general, in any convenient mode, muſt therefore be 
preſumed to be the true intent of the inſtitution: For, as the 
words offthe inſtitution fairly admit of this interpretation, and 
ndthiing of any weight can be objected againſt it; and as it is not 
. 85 e 4-6 credible, 


% 


theſs;the word Baptizo fignifies to waſh, to ſprinkle, as well as to 


dip. And J ſuppoſe none will ſay the word fignifies otherwiſe in 


Latin tlian in Greek. *Tis-eaſy, but needleſs to multiply authori- 
ties to the ſame purpoſe. However, we blame no one for diſſent- 
ing from all of them, if he can ſupport himſelf.in it with good rea- 
ſoss. But, for a man to ſet his own naked, unproved aſſertion, in 
Ponto the judgment of the learned in general; what muſt 
ua man think of himſelf---and of his reader! 
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credible, that a mode of waſhing, ſo inconvenient; difficult, ha- 
zardous, and even impracticable as dipping: muſt. ſometimes 
„ ſhould be en joined on all; the ſenſe we have given is in this 
caſe the preferable ſenſe, and has every advantage to recommend 
NN 71 8 ne IS; 46-441 "Ah DI IS F 


=_ But, perhaps, it may be ſaid, That critics are not infallible, - 
| « and it may be ſufpected that they are wrong, in ſa ying, that 
'« Wwafhing or . e gonerih in whatever mode, is expreſſed 

c and meant by the word Baptiſm “./ 4 oo 
RE. I anſwer; in queſtions conterningithe true meaning of words, 
8 the judgment of the learned, though not infallible, is doubtleſs. 

of very conſiderable weight; and eſpecially when we find a ge- 

neral conſent among them. And that there certainly is upon this 

Rani that waſhing or wetting, without · reſpect to the mode; is 
aptiſm, according to the uſage of the word by Greek writers. 

But if any are yet unſatisfied, we muſt examine the matter fur. 
ther; whether it can certainly be made to appear that the wor l 
bears the ſenſe which has been ae. 


They who have been at the pains to examine the Greek claſ- ö 
fics, (Dr. Wall in particular) have pre ved by clear and manifold 
examples, that thoſe ancient writers were wont to uſe the word 
Baptiſe to expreſs a waſhing or R N where there was no 
di þping at all, but only a ſprinkling. But I think it will be-need- 
leſs to enquire, how the word was commonly underſtood by 
heathen writers. It is the ſcriptural ſenſe alone that we are 

ſearching after. If this can be aſcertained we need no more. 
Now, the Apoſtles have explamed baptiſm to mean no more nor 
Jeſs than waſhing with water, and never once make uſe of any 
word to expreſs it by, or any phraſe or form of expreſſion, that 
fignifies or implies dipping. © They certainly knew the true in- 
tendment of the word in the inſtitution. If we can find how they 
underſtood the matter, we may be ſure that we have found the 
true and preferable ſenſe, let men call it a conſequential improper 
ſenſe, or what they pleaſe. Paul gives us the Scriptural ſenſe of the 
word Baptiſm, when he ſays, Eph. v. 2. That « Chriſt ſancti fies 
his church with the waſhing of water by the word.“ That bap- 
tiſm is meant by the waſhing with water I ſuppoſe will not be 
denied. And. theſe words ſhew that a waſhing with water is a 
true baptiſm : From whence we may fairly conclude, that it is the 
waſhing with water, and not any particular mode, that is intended 
by Chriſt in the inftitution of baptiſm, We have the very ſame 
deſcription of baptiſm in Heb. x. 22, 23. Having our hearts 
6 ſprinkled from an evil conſcience, and our bodies waſhed:with | 
© pure water, let us hold faſt the profeſſion of our faith,“ &c. Ts 
And many ſuppoſe that baptiſm is meant by the ““ wafſhing of | 

_.. regeneration.” Tit. iii. 5. And once more, the outward: bap- KM 
tiſmal waſhing is deſcribed as “ A putting away the filth of the 
Keſh.” x Pet. iii. 21. In all theſe deſcriptions it is ren | 
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that there is not the leaſt hint of dipping, as any way implied in 


we can learn of the nature of this ſacred rite is, that it is“ /a 
waſhing with water,” N 


Now, if dipping had been the only and neceſſary mode, is it any 
ways credible that the apoſtles ſhould always delcribe it as a 
mere waſhing, and never once uſe any word or phraſe concern- 
ing it from which we can infer immerſion. It is certainly a fault 


in writing, needleſsly to uſe words of an inderminate meaniz: 


and which tend to lead the reader into a wrong apprehenfion Of 


the ſubject. And can we think that the inſpii ed apoſties were ſo 
lea ve out the very eſſence of the ordinance, and not point out 
that mode of adminiſtration, without which the wafliing is a mere 
nullity, The language they wrote in affords a variety of words 


lag and inaccura e in their accounts of baptiſm, as conſtantiy to 


, fignifying immerſion, ſome of which they make uſe of on other 
ocgaſions, but never once to expreſs the rite of baptiſm. 
FBut it has been ſaid by ſome that the word Louo, to waſh, pro- 


perly implies dipping, and net ſprinkling or aſfufſon. But this 


can never be made to appear, and we have plain evidence to the 
coptrary. The waſhing of Poly crates? face with tlie tain is ex- 


prefled by this word *. So ia the waſhing the apoſtles ſtri pes by 
the jailor; which cannot be thought to have been done hy dip- 


ping them under water, but by the affuſion of ſome proper Bath. | 


The ſame word is-uſed to expreſs Chriſt's waſhing us from our 
ſias in his own blood. But the application of 'Chriil's blood for 


our purification. is always expreſſed by a ſprinklin g of it, never 


by our being dipped in it. In the 5 fſt Pſalm, according to the 
Greek verſion - theſe words in v. 2. Walk me from 3 


quity and cleanfe me from my fin ; are thus explained in the 
7th v. Sprinkle me with hyſſop and Ifhall be clean. All which 


ſnews that ſprinkling or affuffon is a Waſhing Nor can Wwe 


conclude from the apoſtle's ſpeaking of having our bodies waſhed 


in pure-water, that a dipping the waole body is necefiar , or even 
a waſhing the whole body in any mode. When Mary poured 
a box of eintment on Jeſus* head he calls it an ano; 


body. Nor isd/pping required-in order to the putting away the 


filth- of the flefh. 1 Pet. iii. 21. The purification of tue fleih, in 
the ſcriptural ſeuſe, was effected by ſprinkling, as well as dip- 
ping. Heb: ix. 12.1 8 N 
ut to proceed, The word baptize is uſed in ſcripture to ex- 
preſs ſuch waſhings as did not require, and were not etfetted þ 


dipping. In Luk. xi. 38. we read, that a Puarifee who had invited. 
eſus to dine with him, marveiled that he had not firſt Waſhed. 


The Greek word is Baptized, Here obſerve, that Jeſus omitted 


to:waſh before-dinner-according to the Jewiſh cuſtom, which was 
the reaſon wity- the Phariſèe wendered ; and tuat tuis Waiting. 
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1% The ſcriptural ſenſe of the Word 


was properly called a Baptiſm. But bow were the Jews wont . 
ordinarily. to waſh before their meals? Did they dip themſelves 
under water? If not, here is a plain proof and example of a 
wafhing that is called a baptiſm, without ſuch a dipping. Now 
if we turn to Mark 7th, we ſhall ſce what that waſhing was tl at 
was Cuſtomary among the Jews before eating. When the Pha- 
« riſess and ſome of the Scribes faw ſome of his diſciples eat 
& bread with defiled, that is to ſay, with unwathen hands, they 
% found fault. For the Phariſees and all the Jews except they 
« waſh their hands oft eat not. And when they come from the _ 
© market, except they waſh (the Greek is, except they are bap. 


& tized) they eat not.” This ſhews, that in the language of the 


new teſtament a perſon is ſaid to be haptized,' when a ſmall part 


of his body is waſhed. It is further to be obſerved, that the ward 


Baptize is Here explained by another Greek word (nipto) which 
ſigniſies no more than waſhing in general, and which does not 
imply dipping, as all acknowledge; and in this place ſignifies. 
no more than the waſhing of the hands. And though the hands 


may bewatſhed by dipping them, yet as this may as well be done 
by pouring water on them, ſo the Jews were wont to waſh their 


hands in this manner, as Dr. Pocock has proved from Jewiſh 


writers: which is alſo confirmed by what we read, 2 Kings iii. 


31. *© That Eliſha poured water on the hands of Elijah,” as ſer- 
vants were wont to do, when their maſters waſhed their hands. 
We ſee then that the cuſtomary waſhing among the Jews, which 
is here expreſsly called a baptiſm, implied no more than pouring 
water on a {mall part of the body: And therefore that the word 
does not neceſſarily import a dipping of the whole-body, or even 
of any part. C . N 
Again, in Heb. ix. 10. the apoſtle ſpeaks of the Jewiſh ritual as 
ſtanding in Divers Waſhings; the Greek is, different Baptiſms, 
Ant it appears that purifications'by ſprinkling are eſpecially in- 
tended, For be adds, with a plain reference to, and as an illuſ- 

tration of what he had juſt ſaid : If the blood of bulls and goats, 
«© and-the aſhes of an heifer, Sprinkling the unclean ſanctifieth 
« to the purifying of the fleſh, how much more ſhall the blood 
« of Chriſt,” &c. which ſhews that theſe purifications by ſprink- 


ling are inftances of thoſe waſhings or baptiſms he had mentioned, 


and indeed ſome of the chief inſtances: otherwiſe it would not 


have been pertinent to his purpoſe to have noticed them on this 


occaſion. A plain proof that Tprinkling is a true baptiſm. | 
Further, The apoſtle ſays of the Iſraelites who came out of 
Egypt that „ they were baptized unto Moſes in the cloud and in 
tie ſea.“ 1 Cor. x. 2. How were they bantized? Certainly they 
were not'dipped For they went on dry ground through the ſea, 
which rey 4.0 a wall on each hand, It was the. Egyptians only 
that were haptized by immerfion. According to the account 
Moſes gives, the Iſraelites could no otherwiſe be baptized in a 5 
5 5 s cloud 
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cloud and ſea, than by being ſprinkled with rain from the one, 
andi a ſpray from the other, as they paſſed along: to which Pſai. 
Ixviii. 7, 8, 9, is thouglit to refer. Here is then another mſtance 
of baptiſm by ſprinkling; which was a token of the ſeparation 
or ſanctification of the people to God. This giyes a natural and 
eaſy account of the matter. But how unnatural and trained is our 
opponent's way of explaining it:“ That the people having the fea 
«© on each hand, and the cloud over their heads, ſeemed'to be as 
'« it were dipped, or encloſed in water.” On which I would ob- 
ſerve, that the apoſtle ſays not that they ſeemed to be as it were 
baptized, but in plain terms that they were Baptized.” But what- 
ever reſemblances of dipping people may imagine, immerfon 
without wetting is certainly no real Baptiſm. For whether the 
mode of-waſhing be eſſential or not, yet the waſhing or wetting 
itſelf is indeed eſſential to a true and proper baptiſm. Whea the 
word ever fignifies immerſion, yet it is ſuch an immerſion as 8 
ä cludes and neceſſarily infers waſhing or wetting being in order to, 
or for the ſake of tinging, or ablution,as is commonly obſerved by 
the critics. If people may be baptized by having the water 
round them, though they are not wet by it at all, the dry hold of 
a ſhip upon the water would ſerve as well as Jordan: And by 
going down into it; we thall be dipped in the ſea in like manner 
as the Ifraelites were What is further ſaid of the repreſentation 
of a burial and reſurrection in their going down into, and coming 
up out of the ſea, is quite impertinent. The apoſtle ſays nothing 
of their being buried in the ſea. It was their enemies only that 
\ were buried; and ſunk as lead in the mighty waters.---Infhort-: - 
The fathers were baptized in the cloud 2nd fex---A true batten 
neceſſarily implies wetting. They were not wet by immerfion--- 
they could not therefore be haptis ed by immerfon--- whatever 
wiſhing they received could be only by fprinikling---Tt was there- 
fore in this mode undoubtedly that they were haptized. Which 
is another proof that ſprinkling is a mode of baptiſm. * 5 
Let us now conſider the words of Chriſt. Luk. xii. 50. % 
«© have a baptiſm to be baptize4 with, and how am Iftraitned till 
it be accompliſhed,” Chriſt here calls his ſuferings a baptiſm. 
But it ſeems to me that commentators bave milled the true 
Interpretations of theſe- words. They ſuppoſe the baptiſm here 
Ipoken of is to be taken in a metaphorical, and not a literal _ 7 
Tenſe. Hence ſome have argued in favour of the mode of dipping =. 
as moſt fitly expreſſive of the ſuferings of Chriſt, who was 4 
* plunged and ſunk in anguiſh and diſtreſs. Others argue as well .. 
and fairly in favour of the mode of affuſion, as expreſſive of the _ v1 
pouring out the curſe of God, and the vials of his wrath due to 
our fins upon Chriſt the atoning ſacrifice. Thus people explain 
the ſuppoſed metaphor, according to their different views. But, - 9 
methinks, the plain literal ſenſe is more apt and naturxal, than ei- ? 
ther of theſe far fetched interpretations. The ſacred body of 
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' the blefſed Jeſus was truly and literally baptized---He was. wet 
and bathed in his own tears, and ſweat, and hiood, in his agony in 
_ the garden, and when he was ſcourged, and nailed to the croſs. 
He was baptized and ſanctified by the blood of the covenand,Heb. 

x. 29. thatis, by his own blood; even as the Jewiſh high prieſts 
were baptized, ſanRQified, and. conſecrated with water and the 


blood of beaſts, as ty pes of Chriſt. And accordingly it was a com- 


mon expreſnon of the antient fathers, concerning the martyrs, 
who hat $:ed their blood in bearing wit neſs to the Chriſtian faith, 


that they were baptized with their own. blood:---Here is then, I. 


think, another very good proof, that dipping is no ways eſſential 


to daptiſm.- For, Chriſt was not dipped, and his martyrs are not 


Ai pped in their bloody baptiſm ; but he was wet, and tinged, and 
| bathed in his ſweat, and blood iſſuing from his pores and veins. 
Let us now make ſome remarks on the baptiſm with the Holy 


== Ghoſt, which is often ſpoken of. This is indeed a figurative 
haptiſm, by which the ſubjects of it were ſanQifed, conſecrated * 


and ſepa rated to God, in a higher and more eminent ſenſe, thaz 


thoſe were who had only been conſecrated by water baptiſm. 
But how is this ſpiritual baptiſm explained ? There are ſeveral _ 
+ expreſſions which are plainly of the ſame import ſuch as the 


4% pouring cut of the ſpirit” upon the ſubject. When tie Apoſtles 
were baptized with the Holy Ghoſt, according to Chriſt's promiſe, 
AQs i. 5. Peter obſerves, that this was the ſulfilment of the prophecy 


of Joel, « It ſhall 8 to paſs in the laſt days, aith God, I will pour 


out of my ſpirit. “ A&s ii. 17. and again ver. 33. That Chriſt being 


& by the right hand of God exalted, and having received of the 


« Father the promiſe of the Holy Ghoſt, he hath ſhed or poured 
« forth thoſe things which ye now ſee and hear*.” Here we fee 
tent nat pouring upon,“ end baptizing are ſynonimovs expreſſions. 


The one explains the other. Now if the pouring out of the ſpirit 


he the baptiſm of the ſpirit, the pouring of water muſt alſo. be a 
baptiſm of water.---It is to be well obſerved, that as the Holy 
Spirit is in ſcripture often Fenified by water, as a fit emblem of 
Eis ſanctifying and 8 infnences ; ſo the conferring of the 
ſpirit upon us, which is undoubtediy the true intendment of the 


2>aptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt, is not repreſented. by the ſimilitude of 


dipping into water, but as a pouring or ſprinkling of water upon 


vs---Ifa, xliv. 3. © I will pour waters on the thirſty, and floods 


© on the dry ground; I will pour my Spirit on thy ſeed, and my 
% hlefling on thine offspring.” See alſo, Ezek. xxxvi. 27. £ 
| | a | | * wil 


* This entirely overthrows that ſtrange conceit advanced by 


Dr. Gill, That the baptiſm of the Apoſtles with the Holy Wh D 


means their being dipped into the Holy Ghoſt, which filled the 
houſe where they were met. But Peter ſays, It was by a pourin 


out, or ſhedding forth of the Spirit upon them, that they were 


then baptized. | EX i 


8 
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e will ſprinkle clean water on you, and ye ſhall be clean. A new 


4c heart will I give you,” c. All which I think proves plainly, 
that ſprinkling is in ſcripture conſidered as a mode of baptiſm.--- 
I will add one remark more. The baptiſm with the Holy Ghoſt 
is termed, an unAion or anointing, 1 John ii. 20, 27. Thezholy 
oil, with which perſons were anointed in. their conſecration, was 
a fign or emblem of the Holy Spirit given to them, to fit them for 
the offices to which they were called. The ſame is alſo ſignified 


by Chriſtian baptiſm, Now, it is by pouring on of oil that per- 


fons are anointed ; and it is by pouring out of the Spixit upon us, 
that our anoiuting or haptiſm with.the Holy Ghoſt is expreſſed. 
As therefore baptiſm anſwers in fignification to andinting, we 
may well conclude, that it may properly be adminiſtred in the 


fame way, that is by affuſion. Can we doubt whether affufion be a2 


true. baptiſm, when we find that in ſcripture, Baptizing, Pouring 


Sprinkling, and Anointing, are parallel, and figaify the ſame thing? 


The word baptize occurs but once that I remember in the 


Greek verfion of the old teſtament, 2 Kings v. 14. Our laſt En- 

liſh tranſlation renders the place, “ He dipped himfelf in. Jordan.: 
But there is nothing in the account that determines in what man- 
ner this waſhing was performed. In the older Engliſh bibles 


the place isrendred He waſhed himſelf in Jordan,” which divers 


learned men have preferred, and-which was what the Prophet di- 
reed to ver. 10. without preſcribing the mode. But it is wor- 
thy of particular remark, that the word Bapto whence baptize 


is derived, and which is of like fignification; this word is uſed by 


the Greek tranſlators to expreſs the wetting of Nebuckadnez- 


Zar's body with the dew of heaven; which could not mean a 
dipping, but a fprinkling---Indeed wetting ſeems to be the ge- 
nuine fignification which this word conſtantly bears throughout 


the old and new teſtament. - 


. * 


One remark more I will add. In all the different tranflations 


of the new teſtament that I have ſeen, I have not found that the 


word Baptizo in the original is ever rendered by a word figni- 


fying or implying immerfion. But. they either retain the origi- 
ord, or ablation : which we cannot 
think they would have done, if the authors had not been ſatis- 


nal word, or render it waſhin 


fie that this is the true ſcriptural ſenſe, however the word is uſed 
in heathen writers. | 


And we find accordingly, that the ancient fathers did often uſe 


the word Baptiſm to, expreſs a wetting when there was no dip- 


ping. They ſpeak of the baptiſm of Clinicks and others, as ad- 


miniſtered by ſprinkling, and allow it to be a valid baptiſm.--- 
Tie Latins too did commonly term a baptized perſon Tin&ns, 
wet or tinged, a word wh.ch no more implies dipping than affu- 


ſion. Tuey ſpeak of the martyrs as baptized with their o wn 


blond '--- which. could not mean immerſion, as has been noted. 


And finally, they ſpeak of penitents as baptized with the bap- 
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_ And this leads us to conſider, , 


connts we have given us. ; 
related may ſeem to favour the probability that immerſion might 


18 Scriptural Examples of Baptiſm, . 4 


tiſm of tears, which certain] y covld not intend their being dipped 


in them, but only wet with weeping---Theſe things are aſuffici- . 
ent proof that theſe ancient writers under ſtood the word in that 7 


large and general ſenſe, which I have ſhewn is the ſcriptural 
ſenſ2---And upon the whole, to imagine that dipping only is 


baptiſm, is a | $4 paar? and miſtaken notion. And is confuted 
t 


by the greateſt and moſt unexceptionable authorities and by in- 
conteſtible inſtances from the ſcriptures and the ancient chriſtian 
Writers. | 

To find and aſcertain the fignification of the word, will,I think, 
determine the diſpute concerning the mode of Baptiſm. For 
which reaſon, I have examined tae matter the more carefully, 
And the concluſion in which this enquiry has iſſued, will not be 
at all weakened, but rather much confirmed by the account we 


have in the ſcriptures of the adminiſtration of this ordinance. 


.- Secondly, Whether the neceſſity of dipping can be argued 


from thefe ſcriptural precedents. Some ſuppoſe, that “ John 


« Baptiſt and the apoſtles haptized by immerſion only: And 
that we are bound herein ſtrictly to follow their example.“ 
On the contrary, we can find no certainty that immerfion was 


| ever practiſed in the apoſtolic age. It is morally certain that this 


was not the conſtant mode of adminiftration. And whether it 


was practiſed or not, there is no reaſou for infiſting that this 
mode is either neceſſary or moſt expedient---to be COONEY | 


1 


obſerved by us. 


As I am far from calling in queſtion the lawfulneſs of bap- 


tizing by immerſion, I would not be underſtoodł in aſſerting, or 


undertaking to prove, that the apoſtles did not baptize in this 


manner, in ſome inftances. But this may truly be ſaid, that it 
does not certainly appear whether they did or not. That bap- 
t:\m was in any ene inftance adminiſtred by 3 9 the ſcrip- 
ture ſaith not; nor can ix certainly be gathered from the ac- 

And if ſome circumftances that are 


ſometimes. be praiſed, they are perhaps at Jeaſt fully balanced 


by probable arguments to tlie contrary. The matter is indeed 
of ſo very little importance, that it would not be worth while to 


ſpend time in examining the inſtances alledged, did not ſome lay 


great fireſs upon them. ?*Tis true, we read that Jeſus was 
baptized by John in Jordan; and then came up out of the water. 
Mark. i. 9, 10. That the Jews were alſo baptized of John in 


Jordan.“ Mat. iii. 6.“ That John baptized in Enon, becauſe 
there was much water.” John iii. 23. That the Eunuch wert 


% down into the water with Phillip, and when he was baptized : 


te they came up out of the water.” Acts viii. 28, 39. But whe-. 


ther any of theſe were d'pped is uncertain. - It is not- even cer- 


tain whetier any of theſe inRances went into and were baptized, 


4. 


ares 


/ bi te Sas 


r 


c 


in the water ; though the texts are fo rendered in our Engliſh 


bible, But Fe Cree which is the authentic ſtandard will fair] 
admit of this ſenſe, as critics have often obſerved, viz. That 


* 


they went down tor were. baptized at, and went up from the wa- 


ter k. But waving this remark, fuppofing they did go into th, 

water, and were there baptized; it does not follow. that the 

were plunged. It is nothing ſtrange or improbable if they ftepr 
ed into the water, th: | 


at they might be baptized by affufog 
hough there was much water, or many. waters, (as the phraſ 
properly, fignifies) at Enon, where John was baptizing. This is 
no proof that he dipped, or made uſe of much water in baptiſm, 
or that there was even a convenient depth of water for ſuch a 
purpoſe. Travellers have reported that there are only ſprings and 
{mall rivulets to be found in this place. As multitudes reforte 


to John, a place that was well ſupplied with water, for their 'uſe- 
ſuppoſe none of 


and refreſhment would be moſt convenient, Pp 
them were dipped, as I find no certainty that they were. And 
if any ſhould think that the adminiſtration of baptiſm at rivers, 


arid in places where there was plenty of water, is a circumſtance - 


that fa vours immerfion, though it is needleſs to conteſt this Point, 


yet we might eafily mention ſeveral things as probable argu- 


ments that immerſion was not practiſed in theſe inftances. It 
ſeems unlikely that mixed multitudes of both ſexes ſhould be 
dipped. naked. And it was contrary to the Jewiſh cuſtom to 


bathe with any of their clothes on; in which reſpe& they were ſo 


ſtrict, that they held a perſon to be unclean, if but the top of one 
of his ſingers were covered, when he bathed himſelf for his clean - 


fing--- Or if immerfion were received with the clothes on, this 


would require a ſhifting of apparel, which we have no hint of. Nor 


can we eaſily conceive how ftrangers, who came from home withs.. 


out any deſign of being baptized, as was .the caſe with fome, 
ſhould be furniſhed with neceſſary change of raiment for this 
4 : ö . ; ) . purpo 1 e. 


* The Greek text does not determine whether Jeſus and the | 


Jews were bapt zed in Jordan vr only at Jordan for the partj- 
cles (en and e's) here uſed, ſignifying, in, at, or to. See Rom. viii. 
34, (en). At the right hand of God, Nor is it certain that the 
Eunuch went into the water. The particie (eis) is often ren- 
dred, to. John xx. 4. The other diſciple came firſt (eis) to the 
ſepulchre, yet went he not in. P nllip and the Eunuch went up 


(ek) from ti. water: So the particle is elſewhere rendered. See 


Mat. xii. 42. The queen of the ſouth came (ek) from the utter- 


moſt ends of the earth. Jeſus when he was baptized went up 


(apo) from the water; as the phraſe moſt properly ſigmifies. I 
do not mention theſe things as faulting ous Engliſh tranſlation, 
All that I aim at is, that the original may fairly be rendered either 


determined, 


way : and that this circumſtance, as it is immaterialy ſo it is left un- | 
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20 J, favour of Sprinkling. .. -- 
purpoſe. Or how John ſhould be able, without a miracle, to bear f. 


1 the hardſhip of ſtanding in the water up to his waiſt a great part LV 
* ol his time, to dip the multitudes that came to him. Theſe c r« to 
1 cumſtances muſt ſurely weaken, if not overballance, all proba: da 
| bilities or_preſumptions that can be pleaded in favour of immer- kn 
J %% —— SENS vr 2 3 


But be this as it ay, we may be morally certain, that immer- by 
ſion was not only conſtantly praQiſed by the apoſtles in the admi . ed 
niſtration of baptiſm. We have accounts of ſeveral inſtances, ble 
lo cireumſtanced, that the ſuppoſition of their being dipped is moſt I 22 
incredible. Particularly the 3000 baptized on the day of Fen- m 
tecoſt. For it was at leaft nine o'clock when Peter began his ſer- It 
mon. After this he had a long conference, and with many words ant 


** . 
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| counſelled, teſtified, and exhorted them. Then the 'apoſtles had {M '* 
F to receive a confeſſion of faith from each of them diſtinctiy; and be 
1 then baptize them ſeverally : Which, though done in the quick - of 
'F _eft manner, would require the whole remainder of the day. But ent 
j | in the ſſower way of immerſion, we cannot conceive how it could 5/4 


be done by the apoſtles without a miracle. Nor may we ſuppoſe 
that the apoſtles were aſſiſted in this work by the ſeventy diſei- fro 
ples, who appear not to have been authorized to adminiſter the 
_ ordinances. Befides, how incredible is it, that they ſould on a 
| Tudden find conveniences for dipping ſo many, in the midſt of a U 
City, among zealous oppoſers; or that ſo many ſtrangers ſhould: 
either be baptized naked, or have change of raiment. We cannot F 
rationall y think, that they could be baptized otherwiſe than b7 
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' affufion. Nor is it probable that Paul was baptized by immer- my 
| | ©. fion: For, upon Ananias coming in to him, putting his hands i 
1 upon him, &c. we read, that he immediately received his ſight, wg, 
23 aroſe and was baptized ; that is, in the houſe where he was: 


there being no hint of his going out to any water, weak as he was 
with long faſting and agitation of mind *. Tt is not probable that 
thoſe were dipped who-were-baptized at the houſe of Cornelius, 
Acts x. 47. Peter ſeeing them filled with the Holy Ghoſt, ſaid, 
« Can any man forbid water, that theſe ſhould not be baptized.” :, 
The natural ſenſe is, Can any forbid water to be brought or prö- 
vided to baptize theſe: not, whether any could forbid their go- 
ing to the water. And, in the account of their haptiſm,*there is 
no nint of their going from the houſe. It is highly improbable, 
that the jailor and his Rouſe were baptized by immerſion ; for, 


this was done in the night, and in the priſon, where there was no Nye; 

* Ads ix. 17, 18. Note, Paul was baptized without a:profe(s. agg 
fion of faith, upon Chriſt's teſtimony concerning him, that he was 9 1 
a choſen veſſel. The teſtimony of Chriſt, that the infants of be- us of 


lievers are of the kingdom of heaven, are holy, are intereſted in only 
the promiſe, is as good a warrant for baptizing them without a 1 
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O being buried with Chrift in Baptiſm. 


with his whole family, and his priſoners, whom he was charged 


to keep at his peril, ſhould at ſuch an hour, grope away in the 


dark, or go with a lanthorn or torch to a river or pool, no one 
knows where, and that through a city, juſt waked up with a great 
earthquake, and the ſtreets, it is probable, filled with the friguted 
citizens? They might all well expect to be taken up and puniſh- 
ed for helping the priſoners to make their eſcape. Nor is it credi- 
ble that the apoſtles would have done fuch a thing; who would 
not leave the priſon till the magiſtrates took them out. The ad- 
miniſtration of baptiſm would, doubtleſs, have been deferred, if 
it could not then have been attended without all this difficulty 
and danger. Beſides, there is no account of their going ont*to the 
water, or leaving the priſon. The houſe of the jailor, into which 
hebrought the apoſtles, ſeems to have been a ſeparate apartment 
of the building, where the keeper dwelt, that he might conveni- 
ently attend his charge. And we may here make this general 
remark ; that among all the inſtances of baptiſm mentioned in 
the New Teſtament, it is never ſaid or intimated, that they went 
from the place where they happened to be, to any river or ſtream, 


that they. might be baptized in or at it. But all who are ſaid to 


have been baptized in any ſtream were by it, when they firſt of- 
fered themſelves to baptiſm. 8 | | $1 


Upon the whole, we have much more evidence that dipping 
was hot conſtantly pratiifed by the apoſtles, in the adminiſtration” 
of baptiſm, than we have that it was practiſed by them at all. ese 5 


if after all, it ſnould ſeem to any, that this was the mode in whic 


the apoſtles commonly adminiſtered the ordinance, it would be 
no proof that they difapproved the mode of ſprinkling ; any more 


than the common practice of ſprinkling among us is an argument. 
that we diſallow of dipping. - The apoſtles might have good rea- 
ſons, in compliance with the cuſtoms or inclinations of the firſt 
converts, to adminiſter baptiſm in ſuch a mode as is neither ne- 
ceſſary nor moſt expedient for us. But whether they did or not, 
the mode is a circumſtance in which we are left at liberty. For, 


it is not any particular Manner of baptizing that is en joined up- 


on us, but it is Baptiſqſ itſelf, in whatever way we find moſt con- 
venient. And that f Prinklihg is a true and proper baptiſm, in 
the ſcriptural ſenſe of the word, has been ſhewn before. Again, 


Which words have been ſuppoſed to refer to this mode of bury- 
ing the ſub ject in water. But it does not appear that any ſuck 
retereuce ar allufon is here intended. The apoſtle is here ſhew- 
ng, that & Chriſtians may not live any longer in fin, inaſmuch 
5 they are dead to it. To prove and illuſtrate this, he reminds 
vs of our being << baptized into Chriſt.” By baptiſm, we are not 


Penly dedicated to Chriſt, and brought into a ſpecial relation to 
£ * eps > Ve, $25 : es. Sad © =. 1 344 - him 


— 


ae? 
river or pool to be imagined. Can it be thought, that the jailor, 


Thirdly, The neceſſity of immerfion is argued from the apo(- 
Wis words, Rom. vi. 4. © We are buried with Chriſt in baptiſm,” 
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1 Of beine buried with Chriſt in Baptiſm: 


kim as his diſciples; but, our baptiſm is the out ward fign of our in- 
grafting into Chriſt, and ſo of our ſpirit ual union to him, and com. 
munion with him, in the benefits obtained, for the members of 


75 


his body, by his crucifixion, death, burial and reſurrection; and 


alſo of our obligation to a ſpiritual conformity to his crucifixion, 
death, burial and reſurreaion, as is noted and illuſtrated in what 


follows. Being thus © baptized into Chriſt, we are baptized in. 
to his deaths We not only participate of the benefits obtain. 


ed by his death, but are bound to a ſpiritual con formity to him in 
his crucifixion and death; by the crucifixion” and death of our 


old man, with its affections and luſts.“ Tnerefore we are buri-} 


« ed with him by baptiſm into death.” Baptiſm ſignifies our u- 
nion and communion: with Chriſt; and our profeſſion and obliga- 
tion to a conformity to him, “ in his barial,” as well as his cru: 


cifixion, and death. The old man. with his deeds, muſt be put ; 


off, utterly rejected and buried. We muſt, in reſpett of our for. 


mer luſts and converſation, be as if we were “ dead and buried 


We, ip our baptiſm, profeſs and are obliged to have done with 
[theſe things; to endeavour, that the body of fin may he quite 
mortifie4 and deſtroyed. But this work of mörtification, in 


which © we are made conformable to Chriſt's death,” is in order 
to a ſpiritual reſurreRion ;.in conformity to the example, and by 

the quickening virtue of Chrift's reſurre tion: © That like as 
„ Chriſt was r#ſed from the dead hy the glory of the Father, ſo 


& wealſo ſhould walk in newneſs of. life. So that according to 


the apoſtle, baptiſm imports our union and conformity to Chrilk 


in his crucifixion, death and reſurreRion, as well as in his burial, 
And why baptiſm ſhould be ſuppoſed to bear an outward reſem- 
blance of his burial, rather than of his crucifixion and death, or 
why any ſhould fancy an alluſion to the mode sf immerſion, I can 
77. ß 
I might further obſerve, that dipping .a perſon in water does 
not reſemble the burial »f Chriſt, who was not laid in a common 
| FRE but in a tomb hewn-ont of the fide of a rock, into which 
they entered by a door. Nor does it reſemble a common burial, 
which is not ſo property the letting down the body into the grave, 
as the caſting in the earth upon it; of which the ſprinkling of 
pouring of water on a perſon is no unfit repreſentation ; but 
ipping bears ao reſemblanceto it. It has alſo been noted, that 
it was anciently a common practice at funerals to pour ointment 
on the dead body, of which the pouring of water in baptiſm 154 
good reſemblance ; but there is nothing like it in dipping. Hou. 
ever, I lay but little ſtreſs upon theſe things. The truth is, bap- 
tiſm does not appear to have been deſigned for a repreſentation 
of Chriſt's burial and reſurrection. It is the application of the 
benefits of redemption to Chriſtians, that is mainly ſignified it 
this ſacrament. And it is not an outward, but a ſpiritual con. 
formity to Chriſt's death and burial that is intended by our being 
buned with big. in baptiſm . CSIR 


— 
— 


_ "But 


in. I baptize you with water,” or pour water upon you, 
© but 1 e ſhall baptize you with the Holy Ghoſt,” or pour the 
eirit uporryou. Tit. iii. 5. © According to his mercy he ſaved 


2 


Sprinkling a fenificant Mode. 23 


But, admitting that the mode of immerfion may here be al- 
zded to, nothing more could be fairly argued from it, than that i 
mmer ſion is a lawful way of baptizing, and was not unknown and 
ppractiſed in the apoſtolic age. But, does this prove any thing 


painſt the lawſulneſs of ſprinkling? Does an allufion to the one 


,ode.imply a diſapprobation of the other? If probable altufions | 


re ſufficient evidence in the caſe, this argument may be improv- 


din favour of ſprinkling with equal advantage. See Heb. x. 22, 


2. © Having our hearts ſprinkled,” that is, baptized or purified 


piritually, “ from an evil conſcience, and our bodies waſhed 


* 


with pure water,” that is, baptized externally, © let us hold 


faſi the profeſſion of our faith,” ſealed in our baptiſm. Matth. 


"11%, by the waſhing of regeneration, and renewing of the Holy 
Gboſt, which he ſhed or poured upon us.“ By the waſhivg of 
egereration, many underſtand baptiſm, the goſpel ſacrament of 
eceneration ; others underſtand the grace of regeneration, of 
ich baptiſm is the inſtituted ſacramental ſign. It is, however, 
alled. a waſhing, in alluſion to the rite of baptiſm ; and there 
he Spirit is ſaid to be ſed or poured forth, in alluſion to the af- 


fon of water in the adminiſtration of baptiſm. The alluſion 


o the mode of ſprinkling or affuſion, is; I think, at leaſt as pro- 


ablein theſe texts, as the alluſion to dipping is in any texts that 


an be found, The conclufion then muſt” be, that both ways of 
apt Z nę are law ſul, add were practifed by the apoſtles, and this 
e freely agree to. If our opponents will do the ſame, the diſ- 
„ ara + dad 7 
Let us now enquire, fourthly, Whether dipping anſwers to and 
epreſents the'thing ſignifed in Baptiſm better than ſprinkling. - 
t has jnſt been obſerved, that Baptiſm is the outward ſign and 
oken of the application of the benefits of redemption to believers, 
n their juſtification, and ſanRifcation. © Chriſt waſhes us from 
our fins in his own blood.” And Baptiſm, as the outward fign 
{the application of Chriſt's bl-od, is, “ for the VE away of 
ge,” But how eis the application of Chriſt's blood for dur 


leanfing repreſented? It is called, “ the blood of ſprinkhug. ?“ 


nd the zpoſtle ſpeaks of the “ ſprinkling of the blood of Jeſus 
 Chrift.” But we are rever ſaid to be cleanſed from fin by be- 
g dipped intot! e blood of Chriſt. gain, Bapt (m is the infli- 
uted fign of cor having the gift of the Holy Ghoſt beſtowed upon 
s. © Be bantized,” ſays Peter, © and ye ſhall receive tl e:pift of 


the Holy, Got. Now, tte don=tion of the Holy Ghoſt is ne- 


er expreffed by cur being dipped into the Holy Ghoft ; but by. 
is being povre” out, and our being ſorinkled thereby; which 
called our being baptized with tleOrirt, SprinkFrg is there. * 


Dre a more apt repreſentation of tie application of the blood of 


. WV; - Chriſt, : 
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Chriſt, and the influences of. the Spirit, for the cleanfing of our 
a ſquls from fin. The argument, therefore, from the analogy of 
ttſſe figu with the thing fignified, is plainly in favour of ſprinkling, 
1 ratlier than dipping. It is true, our ſpiritual conformity to Chriſt 
3» | inchis death and n eſurrection is not. unfitly fignified by immerſion. 
But, ſprinkling more aptly reprefents the application of the bene. 
5 Meg 2 redemption to us; which is the main thing fignified . by 
Tro „„ 
5 Fifthly,. We will now confider, whether any thing can be ar. 
— in favour ef the neceſſity of 1mmerfion, from the practice of 
the ancient church, who it is ſaid, generally baptized in this way. 
As to +the,.apoſtolic age, we have no exprefs account in what 
mode baptiſm was then adminiſtred; but it is morally certain, 
as. has been ſhe wn, that immerſion was not the conſtant, practice. 
And though it appears tnat this mode afterwards became very 
cuſtomary, and was generally preferred; yet. it was never 
-e « Sprinkling was uſed all along upon occa- 
lion: as in caſe of fickneſs, and when dipping was inconvenient &. 
We have plainly' then the judgment and practiſe of the primi- 
tive church on our. ſide, that ſprinkling is a true and valid bap- 
tiim; and that dipping is not effential. We do not indeed think 
- ourſelves bound to. follow the judgment and practice of the an- 
cients in prefesring and generally practiſing immerfion, for which 
e find no good reaſon. - Nor have our opponents any reaſon to 
blame us for. this; fince they too have taken the liberty to de- 
part very far from the practice and cuſtom of the ancients. They 
8 nothing of the modern cuſtom of dipping people in their 
clotiies. . They held it as neceſſary that the perſons be ſtript na- 
keds, as that they ſhould be dipped. And they thought there 
Was an important ſigniſicancy in this xitę, importing the ““ put- 
ting. off the old man with his deegs,” After baptiſm, the perſon 
„„ | IG SAG 3 „„ > wil 
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e The baptiſm of Clinicks, which was adminiftred in the pri- 
mitive church by Sprinkling has been before mentioned. Ter- 
tullian too refers to this mode of baptiſm, when he ſays, Speak- 

ing to an impenitent perſon, who will afford thee, one ſprink. 

* ing of water (aſperginem unam cujuſlibet aquæ) for baptiſm.” 

And of Laurence the. martyr, contemporary with Cyprian, we 
are told, that he baptized a Roman ſoldier. with. a pitchey of wa- 
ter. And alſo, that be baptized one Lucillus pouring water on 
his head. Athanaſius too, ſpeaking of thoſe who were baptized 
by Heret cs, ſays, “ They who are fprinkled by them are further 

defiled by a corrupt religion, than. redeemed.” 3d. Oration 
againſt tue Arians. To this it may be added, (what: I have ſome 
where read) that the ancients. when they had dipped a- perſon, 


| were wont to apply water to his face. From all which, and much 
. more that might be produced, it appears that the mode af ſprink: 9 
| ling was practiſed, and allowed in the primitive church, 


5 
| 
} 


of de Praflice of te ancient Church. 25 


2 8 
1 Pa y — —— 
— r 


ur .was Clothed with white garments, fignfying the“ putting on — 
of Chrift, or the new man.” And ſome have ſuppoſed that the, | 
ug, N mtg theſe expreſſions alludes to this cuſtom of fir;pp.ng and | 
riſt _ clothing in the adminiſtratica gf baptiſm: A ſuppoſition, ot like 
on. probability, I conceive, as that our being © buried wit Carilt in hl 
ne- baptiſm,” alludes to dippmg--- Many other fignificant rites they bl 
by had ; ſuch as trine immerſion, exorciſm, breathing on the per- 9 

ſon, anointing him with oil, &c. Thefe rites aud ceremonies, YH 
ar- ttipugh generally obſerved by the ancients, our opponents rejects. os of 
> of And we have as good a right to ute our liberty, as to the mode | HZ 
ay. of baptiſm, whatever the ancient cuſtom might be. ä bl 
hat But it may be ſaid, © that theſe rites are improper, and favour * 
ain, * of ſuperſtition, which cannot be ſaid of immerſion. Tanſwer, | 
ice, | though I believe that immerfion may be adminiftied, and receiv- 


ery ed without ſuperſtition ; yet a preferring of immerſion to ſprink- 
ver lung, {as being a more valid, efficacious or perfect baptiſm, does, 


ca- I think, really ſavour of ſuperſtition. And as it is certain that 
t . ſuperſtitious opinions and practices were early received in the 
mi- church, particularly with refpe& to baptiſm; ſo it ſeems to have 


ap- been owing to ſuperſtition that d:pping was originally preferrec. 
ink to ſprinkling. Neligious purifications, by waſhing with water, 
an- were common among both Jews aad Gentiles. La theſe it was 
nich cuſtomary, as we are informed, that the perſon be ſtripped naked, 


and his whole body bathed. - Now it ſeems very probable, that 


many converts to Chriſtianity, not altogether clear of thote ſu-. 
perſtit:ous conceits, which they had imbibed from Judaiſm and 


Gentiliſm, might imagine, that there was ſome natural virtue inthe. 
_ Chriſtian baptiſm, like what they had been wont to conceive was 
in the luſtrations they had formerly practiſed: and that its puri- 

fy ing efficacy would be greater if they were dipped, than if 


they were only ſprinkled, greater if they were baptized naked, 


than in their clothes. Tue better inſtructed chriftians might 
think it beſt to condeſcend to their prejudices, and bear the in- 


fir mities of the weak, in order to gain them over to the chriſtian” 


faith, and profeſſion: And fo by degrees that mode of baptifin, 
which —_ 

tiſed; and a ſuperſtitious notion of ity Breater fitneſs. and effica- 
cy unto the proper ends of baptiſm was bred in the minds of 


reſembled theſe Juſtrations, came to be generally prac- 


many. Jewiſh and heatheniſh rites were adoped, and-a chriſtian 


ſignificancy put upon them. The cuſtom of receiving baptiſm. 


naked, we all agree, was not of divine inſtitution. It ſeems plain- 


ly. to have ſprung from Jewiſh and Geatije ſuperſtition. And 
from the ſame ſource it was, as we may well ſuppoſe, that dipping: 


came to be ſo much practiſed in the ancient church: for we find 


that ſtrippiag and dipping conſtantly went together, and the one 


was thought as neceſſary as the other. 
This ſeems to be the moſt prohable account, why immerſion 


vas ſo much practiſed in the org and following certuries; 1 | 
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So 7. Of the Sahjelis of” Baptiſm. . 


tillithen, Ind hot whether baptiſm was generally adminiſtred 
in this mode. But however this may be, the ancient fathers 
agreed with us that ſprinkling was a true and valid baptiſm; and 
that immerſion was not eſſential. Let this be granted, and ſu- 

perſtition avoided, and we plead for no mere. 
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On the SVURBIEOTS of BayrTISM, 


SE S TI O N I. 


| gf HE fecond part of the argument in hand, was- to conſſder 


who are the proper ſubjects of baptiſm, or to whom this or- 


dinance is to be adminiſtred. Its to be obferved that a perſon 


may be confidered as being a proper ſubject of baptiſm in two 
reſpects; that is, either really, and in the fight of God, or vſibly, 
and in the account of the church, judging Are ty 
to the rules ofthe goſpel. No one ought to offer himſel 


to baptiſm, while he is really and in the fight of God 
uvnmeet for it. But the church are to admit all thoſe - who 
according to the rules of the goſpel, appear to them to be 

proper ſubjet* whether they are indeed ſuch as they appear to 
be or not. It is none of our concern to ſearch the hearts of men. 


The tree is to be judged of by the fruits which are vifible. If 
kypocrites feign themfelves to be believers and faints, and no- 
thing appears to the church but that they may be ſincere in their 


proſeſſion, they are to be received as believers. Thus Ananias, 


Sapphira, Simon Magus, and many others, were received into the 
church; notwithſtauding their hearts were not right before 


God. We have no reafon to perplex ourfelves with ſurmiſes, 


that the church is defiled hy having clofe hy pocrites in its boſom: 
If none are admitted, or ſuffered to remain in its communion, un- 


leſs they be ſych as by rule of the goſpel are vifible ſaints, we 


ſhall never be blamed by Chriſt. This rule, duly obſerved, will 


keep the church as pure as Chriſt deſigned it ſhould be in this 


— 


world. | CT BEDS | 

Our preſent enquiry, concerning the ſubjects of N is not 
ſo much, Who are really ſuch in the fight of God? but, Who a 
hey are that, according to the goſpel rule, are to be admitted by 


che church ? In anſwer to which, we ſay, that all who make acre- 


dible 


—— us, - * 
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8 Infant Subject of "Baptiſm." 27 


dible profeſſion-of faith, are proper ſuhjects, together with their, 
infants; or children in minority. It is agreed, that profeſſed be- 
lie vers are ſubjects of baptiſm: And that this ordinance is not to 
be adminiſtred to one of adult age; unleſs he has in ſome manner 
made a credible profeſſion of faitir. But that the infants of mem- 
bers of the viſible church are to he received as membersalſo, and. 
as the proper ſubjetts of baptiſm, has been denied by ſome ; an 


the adminiſtring the ordinance to ſuch infants, has been ceaſured 


as irregular, unwarrantable, of. no validity or advantage. | TY 
I iliall therefore-endeavour to prove and vindicate the © divine, 
e right of infant baptiſm,” as briefly and plainly as I can; ſeav- 


ing out thoſe collateral queſtions, which have often been diſ- 


euſed by thofe who have undertaken to treat this ſubject at large. 
By means of theſe the lines of defence have been ſo enlarged, and. 
the argument has become fo complicated that many are loſt in 
it, not being able to comprehend it, and carry it in mind. 
In purſdance of this deſign, I hall, firſt, repreſent the chief 
and plaineſt reaſon, upon which I believe infant baptiſm to be 4 
divine ordinance. - Then I will confider the principal oh- 
jections that are made to it---after which 1 may add ſome brief 
reffections and remarks on the whole. 3 
But before I enter on the proof of the point before us, let it be 


obſerved and remembered That there is nothing pofitiveimn-e rs 
New Teſtament againſt infant baptiſm. It is no whers ſaid or 
hinted, that the Apoſtles. forbid or refuſed, or declined to bap- 


tiſe infants; or that any child of a believer was, after he-was. 


grown up, baptized upon a profeſſion of faith; It muſt alſo be ac-- 
knowledged, that infants are capable not only of the outwar:t 
ſign of baptiſm, but alſo of having an intereſt in tle bleffings ag 
Jrace of the New Covenant, and coming under its bonds, Wicht 
is the thing ſignified in the ordinance, and that they need thoſe, 
New Covenant bleſſings. Further, It is no where declared in 


ſcripture, either in expreſs, or equivalent terms, that © adult per- 
ſons only,” or that“ none but thoſe who believe? or profeſs 


faith, are to be Baptzed. In ſhort, there is abſolutely and per- 
fectly nothing that ſtands in the way of our embracing, the dog- 


tring of infant baptiſul, if we can find any kind of evidence in 
favour of it, either expreſs or conſequential - This then is what 


we have now to enquire into viz. Whether any ſuch evidence 


appears? And I think enough may he collected from the ſcriptures 
to put the matter beyond ail reaſonable doubt. bs 


And my firſt argument is taken from the church memberſhip | 


of infants. All thoſe who are to be received as members of the 


viſible church ate the ſubjefts of baptiſm---But the infants of the 
members of the viſible church, are to he received as mentHers of 


the viſible church. They are therefore ſubjects of Baptiſm. _ 
Firſt. I fay that all who are to be received as members of the, 
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- the family, and is accordingly to be admitted. But if the o 


28 farts Members of the Goſpel Church. | 


eur opponents, particularly by Dr. Gill moſt expreſsly. te L. et 
d it be proved,” ſays he . that infants are or ought to be men- 


bers of Goſpel churches --and we ſhall- readily admit them,” 
i. e. to baptiſm.--Anſwer to Dickinſon. p. 89. u 


* 


Some have pretended “ that it is inconſiſtent to ſay, that a 


* 


_ right to baptiſm is grounded upon church memberſhip, and 


yet that we are admitted into the church by baptiſm.” But this 
is a mere cavil. The right of church memberſhip is one thing; 


qualified for admiſſion into the church, according, to the 
rule of the goſpel, are memders by right, before they are members 
by admiſſion, And they are accordingly to be received as right - 
ful members by baptiſm, and ſo admitted in an orderly way to 


thoſe ſubſequent privileges of chriſtian communion, to which 


ba ptiſm is a regular and ſolemn introduction. For the right of 


church memberſhip, though it gives an immediate claim to ad- 
miſſton into the church by baptiſm, yet it does not give an im- 


metiiate and orderly claim to any, while unbaptized, to all the 


privileges of admitted and baptized members. The inſtituted or- 


der of Chriſt's houſe is not to be negleRed.---If any one ſhould 


come, and aſk for admiſſion inte a family as a ſervant, and pro- 


duce the appointed token from the maſter, that he has taken him 
into his ſervices; ſuch a one is to be looked upon as 1 to 

ers 
of the houſe require that he firft put on the badge, and livery. of a 


_ ſervant, before he come to the table, then this order muſt: be ob- 
ſerved. He has a right, as belonging to the family, tofit at the 


table ; but he onght to come according to order. The caſe is 
plain enough, if men would not mike difficulties where there are 
none. But be this as it will, whether the right of church mem- 
berfhip be antecedent to baptiſm, or baptiſm be antecedent to 
church memberſhip, it cannot be denied that all thoſe are the 
proper ſubjects of baptiſm, who are, or ought to be admitted as 
members of the goſpel church. es A 
No if it can be made to appear, that the infants. of church 
members are, or ought to be acknowledged and admitted as 
members of the viſible church, we muſt unavoidably conclude 


that they are ſubjects of baptiſm. And this is what I undertake 


to prove. And there is a remarkable paſſage recorded by three 
of the Evangeliſts which ſeems to be ſufficient to determine the 


| point, I will recite it at large, collecting all the particulars men- 


ioned in the ſeveral accounts. Mat. xix. 13. 15. Mark x. 13, 


186. Luke xviii. 15, 16.---< And they brought unto him little 


« children, infants, that he. ſhould touch them, put his hands on 
e them, and pray: And his Diſciples rebuked them, i. e. thoſe 
c who brought them. But when Jeſus ſaw it he was much diſ- 
e pleaſed, and called them to him, and ſaid unto them, ſuffer 
« the little children to come to me, and forbid them not, 2 58 
VE 2 * fuch 
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« ſuch is the kingdom of Heaven. Verily I ſay unto you, who- 
« ſoever ſhall not receive the kingdom of God as a little child, 
© he ſhall not enter therein. And he took them up in his arms, 


cc put or laid his hands upon them, and blefſed them.“ 7 1 
Theſe were young © infant” children which were brought te 
. Chriſt, whom he tookup in his arms, as we are expreſsly told, 
They who brought them gave evidence of their faith in him: for 
they brought them that he might put his hands on them ang | 
pray. They were members of the church and kingdom of God 
hemſelves, from which they had not cut themſtives off by mani- 
eſt unbelief--- Whether theſe children were their own (as is moſt 
robable) we need not take upon us to determine. They were 
without doubt children of the covenant. We mav alfo, obſerve, 
that it was agreeable to the mind of Chriſt that they ſhould be 
brought to him; for when the diſciples rebuked thoſe that 
brought them, Jeſus ſeeing it, was much diſpleaſed. The diſpo- 
-+.&* - fition they manifeſted on this occaſion to deſpite little ones, and ſet᷑ 
i themſelves above them, as if young children were not fit to be 
; introduced into their company, Chriſt did much diſlike. And 
he was alſo diſpleaſed, as it ſeems, to find that they were ſo dull 
- of underſtanding, and ſo much miſtaken in their apprehenfions. 
L hey might reaſonably have concluded, that as little children 
5 always had heen received as members of the church of God, as 
8 Chriſt had not intimated any deſign to cut tbem off from this 
2 | their right, as they needed his blefling, and were capable of it; 
- | on theſe grounds they ought to have concluded, that it was fit 


* 


e and more that they ſhould be preſented to. the Meſſiah, the 
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is Eng of Iſrael,, as his diſciples and ſubjects, that they might re- 

e ceive his blefting---But the diſciples ſeem to have reafoned in a 

1- uite different manner, as ſome others have done fince. “ TO | 

o || © what purpoſe is it to bring theſe little children hither ? They 1. 
12 cc are not capable of being taught. They do not underſtand what. 4 
as is intended to be done with them. It will be of no advantage WY 
71 « to them. We cannot lock upon them to be believers, or fit . 
:h «to age dur ſociety.” Such thoughts as theſe they feem 1 
as to have had. For our Saviour's words on this occaſion are as 4 
de plain and pointed as poſſible againſt this error -- Their miſtake at X | 
ce this time gave our Lord a fit occaſion. to declare his mind fully 55 
ee and expreſsly upon the caſe of infants; that they are of the king- $54 
he dom of heaven; and therefore none ſhould forbid, or diſcob. 4 
n- rage any from bringing and preſenting them to him. „Suffer '$] | 
[2s « little children to come unto me, and forbid them not, for of 140 
tle tc ſuch is the kingdom of heaven.” VVV 14 
on From theſe words it appears, in the firſt place, that thoſe in- 14 
ofe fants which were brought to Chriſt, and other infants who like bi 1 
Jiſ- theſe, werEthe children of the covenant, belong to the church of 200 
Fer God : for this is what weare here to underftard by the kingdom 01 


of of heaven, as I ſhall ſhew preſeritly. Such as theſe properly and 
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naturally fignifies, perſons of this ſort or claſs, and that come un 
"der this denomination.- Such children as theſe, and the childten 
that were brought to Chriſt were certainly ſuch: They were in- 
cluded among that fort of perſons ; even as the woman taken in 
adultery was one of thoſe condemned by that law, © which com- 
“ manded that ſuch ſhould be ſtoned?᷑⸗ͤ⸗- 
Some would fain have the meaning of this expreſſion to be 
* that thoſeawho reſeinble little children in humility belong to 
ce the k'ingfom of heaven.” But how. ſtrained and unnatural is. 
this? Chiiſtians are to reſemble lambs and doves for meekneſs, 
as well as infants. But what ſhould we think of a man that ſhould 
ſay to his ſervant : „“ Suffer the ſheep and lambs to come to me, 
and hinder them not, for of ſuch is the kingdom of heaven.“ 
Would not this be highly improper, and worſe than ridiculous. 
And yet this would be juſt as proper as the words of Chriſt are, 
according to the meaning that theſe would force upoh them--- _. 
The reaſon Chriſt gives why the little children ſhould be 
brought to him, is, becauſe of Such is the kingdom of God. 
And a very plan and pertinent reaſon it is, as we underfland it. 


2 2g gb. 0 0M Ow 


For if children belong to the kingdom of Chriſt, we can fee a le 
manifeſt fitneſs that they ſhould be preſented to him as his ſub- * 
jects and people, that he might own them, and give them his q 
_blefſing. But what weight or pertinency is there in ſuch a rea- 
fon as our adverſaries would affign for bringing theſe children to Ne 
Chriſt ? « Suffer little children to come to me, for though it is bY 
be true they belong not to my kingdom, yet the ſubjects of my W 
„ kingdom are ſomewhat like them. There is tnat in little as 
children which looks like meekneſs and humility, and is a fit or 
& emblem of it.” Muſt every thing then that any ways re- gl 
ſembles true chriſtians, be brought to Chriſt, for him to lay his * 


hand upon it, and pray over it? What an uncouth, unintelligi- 
ble reaſon is this for bringing children to Chriſt? Which will 
ſerve as well for a reaſon why lambs and doves ſhould be brought 
and preſented to him, as Mr. Henry well obſerves. © Becanſe the 
kingdom of God conſiſts of grown perſons, . meek and harmleſs. 
I'Ke children, is it a juſt and plain conſequence, that children 
' ſhould be brought and preſented to Chriſt ; though they belong 
not to his kingdom? Surely no one has any cauſe to be angry 
with another (us Chriſt was with his diſcipies) for not appre- 
heading weight in ſuch a reaſon as this. Indeed there is no 
weight in it, | 3 | | * 6 
Aga en, The reception which. Chriſt gave theſe children, and 
his actions towards them, may put it out of all doubt that he ac- 
knowledged them as the ſub jects of his kingdem. For he took . 
them in his arms, put his hands upon them, and bleſſed them. 
Chriſt never pronounced a ſolemn bleſſing upon any bat thate- 
whom he owned as the ſubjects of his kingdom. By laying his 
hands on theſe-children and bleſſing them, he recognized ns” > 15 
; pa | - ts 


WET eee 


25 1 8 | M - on > * | * 
2 Proved from At. XIX. n 3. Sec. 3 31 


his own people and put upon them the ſame token of ackndwledg- 
ment which he gave his diſciples immediately before his aſcenfion. 
The bleſſing was always looked upon as a ſacred thing, which be- 
jonged only to the profeſſed worſhippers and .people! of: God; 
eſpecially that folemn religious bleſſing in the name of God, 


with impoſition of hands, which had been prattiſed in the church 


in all ages. None were the ſuhjects bf this; upon any occaon 
that we read of, but they that belonged ta the church. When 
we read that God bleſſed Noah, and Abraham, arid the other 
atriarchs, we have no doubt but that hereby hre owned them, 
in the moſt ſolemn” manner, as his people. And ſhall any be fo 
unreaſonable as to deny or call in queſtion the church member- 
ſhip of infants, after Chriſt himſelf has not only declared that of 
ſuch ĩs the kingdom of heaven, but has given this further token and 
teſtimony of the ſame, even laying on his hands, and pronounc- 
ing a bleſſing upon them: Which is as diſtinguiſning à token oi 


church memberſhipi as baptiſm itſelf, or any other ordinance 


whatever. 


1 ini eee 122 
Theſe infants then, and ſuch as theſe muſt be allowed to be- 


long to the kingdom of heaven. Chriſt has declared them ſo by 


words and actions as fignificant as poſſible. But, it may be en- 
quired, What are we to underſtand by the kingdom of heaven ? 1 
anſwer, it is plainly the Church that is here meant. It will be 
needleſs to confirm this by particular quotations; they are ſo ma- 
ny and ſo well known toall who have read the New Teſtament, 
with any attention. Nor is it denied by any that I knojv of. But 
as the kingdom of heaven ſometimes frgnifies the viſible church, 
or kingdom of grace upon earth, and ſometimes the kingdom of 
glory in heaven; it may be enquired, whether it be the church 
on earth, or in heaven, that is here intended 
Now, I think it will appear, it is the Viſible Church that is to 
be underſtood, if the following things are well conſidered. x. Our 
Saviour generally uſes the phraſe in this ſenſe. There are but 
few exam ples, comparatively, can be found, but ſuch as muſt ne- 
ceſſarily, or may convenieatly be underſtood of the kingdom of 


grace, Thus, the kingdom of heaven, the viſible church, is like: 


a field ſown with wheat and tares. It is like a net, which encloſ- 
ed good fiſhes and bad. Tt is like ten virgins, five wiſe and five 
fooliſh. It was come to the Jews; and was within them, that is, 
among them; though it came not with obſer vation. 2. It s the 


viſible church alone, and its members, who are the proper ſubjects, 


to whom the outward ordinances, rites, and tokens Of church 


memberſhip are to be adminiſtred and applied. There is no go- 


ſpel rule or precedent for admitting or acknowledging any as be- 
longing to the church of God, unleſs there be an external and vi- 
fible ground for it. [> W Sei dtng; 


o 


the inviſible church, and were elected into the kingdom of glory, 


yet 


If thoſe infants which were brought to Chriſt, did belong to 
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vet this being a ſecret, could be no peculiar: reaſon why they te 
Thould be preſented to Chriſt to receide his hleſſing: Nor could af 
_ it be any reaſon why-the diſciples/ſhould not-forbig their coming, 01 


till they knew that they were appointed, to be heirs of the king- ſtr 
dom „ e could this be the reaſon why Chriſt was ſo di 
diſpleaſed with his diſciples fon oppoſing their being brought to 10 
him, as he had never-told them ſo, and it was impoſſi ble that they m 
Mould know it otherwiſe. But the diſciples did know that in- th 
fants had always been admitted as members of the church. And th 
Chriſt had never intimated any deſign of cutting them, off, And al 
if they ſtill 45 viſibly to the kingdom of God, they ought th 
not to be hindred from. coming to Chriſt, to receive his-blefſing, --+ fi 
_ He was therefore diſpleafed, that they ſhould treat them as aliens, cf 
who did not belong to him, hy keeping them back from coming to as 
him. Chriſtꝰs bleſſing theſe children, was an outward token that F 
they were members of his viſible church. Though Chriſt ſeaxch- 4. 
ed and knew the hearts of allithe children ofmen, and who were is 
the heirs of eternal life, yet he outwardly acknowledged and re- te 
ceived ãs members ofthis kingdom, only fuch as were viſibly fo, al 
according to the ſame rule which he has given to thoſe who can- tl 
not judge of ſecret things. He never gave the outward:tokens of d 
church memberſhip, to any as belonging to the kingdom of glory, t. 
er the invifible church; but as belonging to the kingdom of a 
grace. But the out ward tokens of chutch memberſhip were giv- 2 
an to theſè infants, becasſe they belonged to the kingdom of hea - f; 
ven. Which, Tithink; fairly proves, that it is the vaſible-church | a 
which is here intended by the kingdom of heaven. :3::Chr.{t 5 
declares; that theſe children, and ſuch as theſe, were then mem t 
bers of the kingdom of heaven. Of ſuch is the kingdom of hea» 1; 
« yen.” But, will any ſay, that the kingdom of glory confiſts t 


of thofe who xre here upon earth? They were upon -earth, and 
were in the kingdom of hea ven upon earth, if they were in it at 
all ; that is, in the Kingfonrof grace or viſible churc g. 
But, if it were ſuppoſed; that theſe words are to be under- 
ſtood as affirming, that theſe children, and ſuch as theſe, belong to 
the inviſible church, and as ſuch, are heirs to the kingdom of 
glory; yet this will prove that they ought to be acknowledged 
and received as members of the viſible church. For, can they be 
reaſonably refuſed a- place in the church on earth, whom Chriſt 
affirms to be heirs of heaven ? If we have evidence that they be- 
long to Chriſt, as his pec uliar people, there needs no more to give 
any one a clear and undoubted right, in the account of the church, 
to be received. as belonging to him, or as members of the church 
on earth. And what better evidence can there be, that any are 
ſubjects of the kingdom of heaven, than the teſtimony of the 
king himſelf? Is there any profeſſion of faith that ought to have 
more credit in the church? Though infants are not able to ſpeak. 
for themſelves, yet Chriſt has ſpoken for them, declaring, N | 
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it of ſuch is the kingdom of heaven. And, is not the ee 


of Chriſt a ſufficient credential to warrant- our receiving, them ?, 
Our Lord ſubjoins the following; memorable words, in-which h 1 
ſtrikes at the very Ty. of his diſciples erxor, which. their, are 
diſcovered. Whoſoever ſhalb not 3 tlie kingdom of G 

« as a little child, ſhall not enter .there: The . e 
much diſpoſed to ſtand upon their diſtin „ They n 


think that they had a'clearer and better title to the privileges of, 


the Meſſiah's kingdom than infants... They wereaQual, N 
d of babes. 
theſe are admitted to havg a part in this kingdom 
ſidered as a ſpecial” indulgence. and favour to 
done nothing to give them any claim to ſuch a privi 


9070 hg, have, 
E 


oy 
as, thought they, we have left all for: the kingdom eee 


lake. And, ſhall theſe be allowed to have as good a title as we ? 


Vea, ſays Chriſt, their title is as 5 pood as yours in all reſpeas.? It: 
is, indeed, an at of mere grace a 


favour,that inſants are admit: 
ted. They have done nothing to merit it. And, do you imagine that 


any thing that you bave done gives you any peculiat £ t 


theſe privileges? Do you conſider the kingdom o 3 Ao 
due reward for any doings of yours? No, be it pie of 85 
that your title ariſes entirely from the free dre andgit 

as well as theirs. If you will not receive the k 
and held it by the ſame title that little, children In N as 97 — 
free giſt of God made over to them by his covenant and Promiſe, 


as his adopted children) you ſhall not enter therem ®.. 7 -...- » 


The common exception, „ That the infants, wers not 
tized by Chriſt, nor were Hrought to him for apy, ſuch. purpoſe,” 
is altogether impertinent, We do not argue, that infants, are 
the ſubjects of baptiſaz,;becauſe. we (opp that | tha, infants: 
were baptiged by Chriſt; but that ſuch infants belong to the. 
church, is here plain] y aſſerted; and that all ſuch as belong to the 
church, are the ſubjects of baptiſm, c «. not be denied. It is fur-, 


tber aſked, Why Chriſt did not tuen baptize them, if A 
| 2 proper ſubjekts * Before men urgę ſuch queſtians, ey 
f oul 


make it appear, that theſe infants had not been hape 
before. However, whether they were baptized.or - not, is 0) 


importance to us. If they were not baptized, it is nr . 


pent on us to give the reaſon. But it is incumbeant:o WP who, 


aſk ſuch queſtions, to ſhew. Why ſhould. it be thought Pſy eflary., 


that all members of the gol bY church TORE $00; e + 
; efore., 


| 
V 


monly explained-to- mean, act privileges. of tit k 
dom of heaven with humility, or a childlike temper. I th, 
gives a ſenſe more appoſite to the occaſion, if EE ungerftan the. 


words as importing, that we muſt, receive and hold e 


of heaven by the ſame right and title with children. 


* Receivi the 8 of God as a a little Se 7 
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before Baptifm was fully fettled as the ordinary rite of admiſſtou, £ 
which was not till after Chfiſt's reſürtecxion. But, if Chriſt did 90 


not baptize theſe children; yet he gave them as fure a token of 
urch memberſnig as baptifm itſelf, when he laid his hands up- 2 
on them and bleſſed them. It is further objected, © Chriſt's en · — 
tire ſilence about infant baptiſm at this time, has no favourable 
#ſpet on ſuch a practice. Anſwer. Chriſt having aſſerted the be 
reh memberſhip of infants, and folemnly blefled them with th 
im polition of hands, and baying faid nothing againſt the baptiſnr le 
of them, more than of advlts}'theſe things have à very favourable: _ 
aſpet on the practice of fant baptiſm; and imply a good war- ho 


rant for it. After having thus owned them as his people, both K 
by words and actions, if it had been his will that the ſacrament of 2 
induction ſhould not henceforth be adminiſtred to infants, as here- 
tofore, but only to adults, ho would not have failed to have given 


me intimation on this occafion, that notwithſtanding what he bow 
Had Taid and done; infants were not to be baptized. - Chriſt's ſayͤ- (e 
ing nothing againſt infant baptiſm on this vecaſion,” whem it ap- 4 
Fears ſo geteffary to prevent miſtakes, had infant baptiſm been | 
contrary to his will, bas no favourable aſpect on the practice of Ct 
thoſe who'refuſe to admit them wn ol 
© I have enlarged the more upon this proof of the church mem- pra; 
berſhip of infants, becauſe TI take it to be very decifive and unan- | ; 
ſwerable And, I hall lay before you another paſſage, which 4} ; 


willfarrty lead us to the ſame conclufion. Mark ix. 36, 37. Je- 
« {us took a child, and ſet him in the midſt of them, and wen do 


he had taken him in his arms, he faid unto them; whoſoever ay 
« ſhall receive one of ſuck children in my name, receiveth me.“ 7. 
Fhat this was à young child, appears from Chriſt's taking him up - 

ig his arms, and alſo from his propoffüg him to his diſciples as a e 
pattern and emblem of humility and meekneſs. But, grown chil- — 
dren, that have attained to what we commonly call the age of diſ- 4 
cretion, to act perſonally Ir themſelves in mattors of impor- * 


; tance, are not wont to be held in the arms; nor are;they; fit em- 
 blems of humility and meekneſs like little children! And if it & þ 

Mould be faid; “ That theſe were little children that belteved on |, 7 
* Chriſt” © I anſwer, The text ſays not fo; It is true, we after- pile 


wards haye an awful threatening againſt * thoſe that ſhall offend,” V 
of lay a ftumbling-black before « one of theſe little ones that be ft 
& ſieve,” as the words are tranflated. CO original may as ] 
well be rendered, „one ot theſe little ones of · beſie vers;ꝰ or, — 
«one of the little ones; or children, of theſe believers.” So that 3 + 
we may underſtand, not the little ones, but their parents, to be in- of d 
tended by thoſe who believe in Chriſt. And,; if we ſuppoſe, that 5 
the character of believers is given to the little ones themſelves, it: Sage 
will make no difficulty. For, as it cannot be denied, that young Rada 


children may have the ſeeds of grace and faith in them, before: 
they are eapable and fit to be admitted to make a perſonal pro- they 
: g 5 nei. een 3 E y : n 101 =, Fey 


n 


8 \ 


Infants Chureb Memberſaip\confirmed. 3 
ſeffionvk it ta the church z, ſo, being members of the church o“ ||| 
ſociety, of believers, (as has been proved, and ſhall further be \ 
manifeſted) they are, in the account, and acceptation of tha i 


church, believers, according te their capacity, and may. be ſa 
termed, even as wWe term them rational creatures, before, the pro- 

r exerciſes of the rational fachlties plainly, appear. Nor can it 
Eee ne he offended, or made.to ſtu mble, AB. 
the word Ggnifies.-.-They:are ſoon capable of being taught and, 
led on to that which is evil, Which, I ſuppoſe, is what is here 
mainly intended. So that I ſee not but that thoſe little ones, 
whom Chriſt cautions us not to offend, or cauſe to ſtumble, may. 
properly be underſtood to be little children; and then me have a, 
further proof that ſuch belong to the church. 


Bu t hop ver. this 
may be, that child which Chriſt held up in his arms, as an em- 
blem and pattern of humility to his dilciples, was doubtleſs a lite: 
le one. CCC 
Now -obſerve, Chriſt ſays; a Whoſoever ſhall receive one of, 
« ſuch children,” (or, & this child,“ as it 18 in Luke x. 48.) in, 
my name, receiveth me. To receive one in the name of, 
Chriſt, is to receive him aa HelOn ging to him. 80 the words are, 
clearly explained in the 44t,yerſe of this Chapter. © Whoſoęver 
44% hall give you to drink a cup of water in my name,..becauſe e 
belong to Ohr ſt, verily Iſay unto von, he ſhall not loſe his fe- 
„ward.“ Sinee then Chriſt would have us receive little chil-- 
dren in his name, as belonging to him, and: declares, that. in ſo, 
doing we receive him 3 we may aſſuredly conclude, that they are 
8 dende bejonging to him, as the members of his church. 
| When, therefore, a believer offers his child to the church, to be 
received; by baptiſm, as belonging to Chriſt, and admitted as a. 
| member of the ſame body; Shall they refuſe to receive it in his 
i name? Shall they thus deſpiſe, Chriſt's little ones, as to;ſhut the, 
doors of his houſe upon them, and, as much as in them lies, 
| « caft them out of the inheritance of the Lord, and declare that 
| „ they have no part in the Lord, and lay ſuch a ſtumbling block 
.“ before our children, to make them ceaſe from fearing the, 
"© Lord?” Joſh. xxii. 25. God forbid !' Take heed that ye de- 
ſpiſe not, and offend not one of theſe little ones. It were better 
We have a. further evidence, that infants are the prôper ſub- 
jets of church memberſhip and baptiſm, in that they are. ex-' 
P bressly termed (diſciples. It will be allowed, that all who are, 
r appear to be diſciples, are to be admitted as church members, - - 
and ſubjects of baptiſm. Now the apoſtle gives infants the title 
of diſciples, in Acts xv. 10. © Why tempt ye God to put a yeke 
on the necks of the diſciples, which neither our fathers nor 
% we were able to bear.” The yoke here mentioned was cir- f 
cumciſion, with the other Jewiſh ordinances, which the Judaizing 
teachers would have impoſed upon the Gentile converts, with 
their children. The Jews admitted none to circumcißſon ot | 
„ | a thoſe 
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thols wham they confderedas proſel fees or diſciples of Moths, | 
\Thefe Jodaizing chrifitans contended - only for the eircumt n A 
of diſciples, 'or proſetytes' to cliriſtianity. -*They-confidered'ehs | « 
children as diſcipſes. And the apoſtle accordingly reproves them tl 
for tempfing-God to lay a yoke upon the neck of the diſciples+ gr 
80 all thofe ate termed, for whom this yoke was defigned by. 
theſe Jewiſh teachers. And as this'ydke be! ages a; to:be-im- ar 
ſed on children, a8 well as the parénts; the apoſtie by terming th 
em all diſciples indifcrimmately and without exception, gives N. 
us to underſtand that the young children of - believers are to be all 
reckoned among the diſcipſes; eyen as among the Jews the chil- in 
dren of proſelytes were always accounted profelytes=--Ig ſhort, tle 
if the Jewiſh teachers were for impoſing upon tue Gentile) con- T. 
verts, and their children, the yoke of circumciſion; and if the of 
impoſing this yoke upon the children. was a tempt ng of God, as ple 
s Jas the laying it upon adults, as all will allow ; then it can- dic 
not be refuſed, that Peter acknowledges the children'to be dif- | til! 
ciples, as well as the parents. For ſuch are all they without ex- me 
ceßption for whom this yoke was deſigned, waich the” apoſtle re- « 
- -monftrates againſt, as 2 tempting of Gt. 
But it is 0bjeRed, that “ infants are not diſciples, inaſmuch as I If \ 
«they have not been taught; do not deny themſelves, take up thĩ 
the crofs, and follow Chriſt ; continue in his word; bear much ten 
. fruit, &c. wEich are hid down in ſcrupturs as the characters of cho 
« true difciptes,” All this is nothing but thin. fophiſtfy, and a the 
wretched per ver bon of the ſcriptures: It never has, nor will be anf 
proved, that no perſon can become, nor may be admitted a diſ- ted 
Aple, till be id fBrſt taught. What 18 a diſciple; but one who is int 
A pupil or ſeholar to another, in order that he may be taught? wu 
 Iafants belofig to the ſchool of Chriſt, and are as really his dif- and 
es or ſcholars, before they learned one leſſon, as a little child, tro 
is 4 difciple or ſcholar of*its tutor as ſoon us ever he is adm tted,' bs 


before he has been taught or learned any thing. A diſciple in the 4 
new teſtament is equivalent to a profelyte. And it is well known con 

_ thatamony the Jews the infant children were always admitted as b. 
pProſelytes, together with the parents. When Chriſt ſays that 
a- wan caſinot be his diſciple, unleſs he will for ſake all, take up 
the croſs; folfow him, continue in his word, bear much fruit, I f 
lode one another, it is plain his words are only te be applied to 
adhs; as appears from the context, as well as the reaſoh of the But 
thing. Luke xiv: 25, % He turned and ſaid to the multitudes, If hi 
« Ay man cometh to me, (which plainly deſigns an aduft per- © P 
cc fon) and hate not his fat,, er, Ec. he cannot be my diſciple;” thei 
And again ver. 33. Whofoever he be of you (adults) that for- and 
cc. ſaketh not all, &c. he cannot be my diſciple.” And, can any one But 
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_ - perſuade himſelf, or any other, that Chriſt's words are to be ap- £iic 
plied to inſants, When he ſaid to his diſciples, John xiii. 35; “ By Prof 


c this ſmall all men know that ye are my diſciples, if ye wg N b 
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« love one to another.” Chap. xv. 8. Herein is my Father glo- 
« Yified, that ye bear much fruit, ſo ſhall ye be my diſeiples. 
And when he told the believing Jews, «© It ye continue in my 

' & word, then are ye my diſciples deed.” John viii. 31. But if 
theſe things are the indiſpenſable conditions of dr{Ciplethip to 

„ rowu perſons; will it follow that infants are not to be admitted 

as<d:\ciples unleſstheſe things are found in them? We might as well 


| argue, that infants may noteat, becauſe they do not work, fince , 

g the apoſtle fays, “ He that will not work neither may he eat.“ 11 
; Nay further; it is not neceſſary that any onę ſhould firit praftiſe 4 
* all thisſelf-denial, continue in the word of Chriſt, bear much fruit, | 

- in order to his being admitted as a diſciple. by baptiſm. The apoſ- | 
5. tles baptized all that made a profeſſion. of faith immediately. th 
= They did not wait to fee whether they continued in the doctrine * 
I of Chriſt, or bare much fruit, before they put the token of diſci- +44 
J ples upon them. Vea there were many of Chrift*s diſciples who [4h 
did not continue in his word, but went away and left him. Vet 1 
tilt they fell away they were called and accounted diſciples. Tire . 
meaning of theſe words of Chriſt is, “ That his doctrine is a doc- "38 
= « trine of ſelf denial ; + practical inſtitution, requiring us to bear 15 
„much fruit, to continue in his word, to love one another, &c.? 1 
8 If we cannot learn and practiſe theſe things, it is in vain for us to f 
p' think of being his diſciples :, It will be to no good purpoſe to pre- 41 
h tend to it; nor may we be allowed to continue in his ſchool or 4 
ö I church, but muſt expect to be expelled and caft out. Now, as bt 
a there are many adult perſons admitted as difciples, who do nat 44 
„e anf ver the character of diſciples indeed, ſo many who are admit- i 
ted in infancy do afterwards approve themſelves good proficients 34 
is ia theſe leſſons of nig And we grant that theſe thmys FE 
2: mwuſt be learned and practiſed by all, according to their. capacity 1g 
7 and opportunities, in order to their anſwering the obligations of 4 
d, trve diſciples, whether they were admitted in 'infaticy'or after- 3 
he Let us now confider more particularly the words of our text, 5 
en containing the Apoſtolic commiſſion. “ Go, teach all nations, *. 
as Ml © baptizing them in the name of theFather,the Son, and the Holy FE 1 
at © Ghoſt. Teaching them to obſerve all things whatſoever I have 33 
up e commanded you.“ It has been obſerved,that the worgs proper- WY 
it, Ih fgnify © Go make or admit all nations Diſciples, baptizing 3 
to 8 © them---teaching them, &c.” This, our oppoſers do not deny. N 
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ne But, they ſay, that no one can be made a diſciple buf by teaching: 0 
It ich is true, only with reſpect' to adults: becauſe no “ fun "IF 
er- © perſons” are to be admitted into the fchool of Chriſt, but by © 111 
eib their own conſent, and a previous profeſſton of their faith in him, al 
or- and obedience to him, and this neceffarily pre-requires teaching. 9 
ne But to argue from hence, that infants are not to be admitted as FF 
ap- diſciples, becauſe not in a preſent capacity of being taught, and 1 
By Proſefſing their faith, is no better tuen begging the queſtion, 4 
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talking at random, not only without proof, but contrary to what. | 
has been juſt proved, viz. that © Infants. are in fact accounted 
« nd termed Diſciples; belong to Chriſt ; and to the kingdom | 
t of Heaven,” all which are phraſes of the ſame import. 
Though adults are not made Diſciples, till they are firſt taught, 
and are not admitted but upon a profeſſion of faith, yet with 
infants the caſe is otherwiſe, They are to be admitted upon the ; 
profeſſion of their parents, by the order of Jeſys Chriſt, without 
2 perſonal “ profeſſion and conſent,” of which they are not capa- | 
ble. But this may. be further confidered afterwards, : 4 
Let us now ſee whether any thing can be argued. from the f 
words, in favour of infant diſcipleſhip and baptiſm.---When the 
Apoſijes received an order to . all nations, tbey would f 
naturally underſtand, that they had it in charge to make all na- | 
tions proſelytes, to introduce and admit them into the church of 6 
Chriſt, as a ſchool, in which they were to be taught and trained | 
up in the knowledge, and obſervance of chriftianity, in order to | 
the r being meet for heaven. ?Tis true neither infants nor adults 
are expreſsly named, But the Apoſtles were ſent to diſciple and 
baptize © the nations,” which none can deny, include perſons of 
every age, And the Apoſtles muſt needs have underſtood: that | 
it was their buſineſs to make Diſciples of the infants, and baptize 
them as well as others, For, Firſt, It would not otherwiſe be | 
pofiible that their orders and commiſſions could he executed, or ſo . 
much as one nation be proſelyted to Chriſtto the end of the world, 
unleſs all the young children were removed out of it. Children, a 
in minority, make up a great part of every nation. -If theſe can- a 
not be made diſciples, it will forever be an impoſſibility that any | 
nation ſhould become diſciples, unleſs we can find a nation with- 
out children. And as all who are nat the diſciples of Chriſt be- 2 
long viſibly to the kingdom of Satan, the adverſary will hold a | 
large part of the world viſibly under his dominion ; from which i 
he cannot be ejected.- And it would be impoſſible that that word b 


N ſhould be fulfilled, „The kingdoms of the world are become the 

3 & Kingdom of the Lord and his Chriſt :?? Secondly, Let it | 

i be remembered that the Apofiles had been educated in the 
Tewifh church, of which infants had all along been undoubted 
members. They underiiood that the memberſhip pf ſuch had 
never been called in queſtion, fince there had been a church in | 
the world. They knew that the infants of proſelytes from among 
the Gentiles were conſtantly admitted and circumc.ſed, together 
with their parents. Not only fo, but. ſuck infants were baptized ; | 


* as the ancient Jew? sport. They knew that Chriſt had taught 

i them that little children belonged to the kingdom of Heaven; 
| | that he had accoriingly laid his hands, and pronounced.a, 
* ſolema blefiing upon them; and ſignified his will that they be re- 
; ceived in his name, as belonging to him; and that themſelves“ 


— had been reproved by him for ſorbiddiog infants to be brovght.ta-* 
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 tbeeive his bleſſing. They knew, that the admiſſion of the 
children into the church, with the parents, was always reckoned 4 


great privilege ; that Chriſt never {aid or intimated that it was bis 
will that infants ſhould be cyt off, or not admitted ſtill as mem - 


bers of the goſpel church. They underftood that the privileges 


of the church were to be enlarged, and not abridged in any re- 


. ſpeR.---Now, the Apoſtles, whoſe views and apprehenfions.may 
have been ſuch as has been repreſented, would, without douir; 


have underſtood that they were inſtryed by their commiſſion to 


admit the children with the parents, into the number of proſe- 


lytes by the initiating rite, as had been the conſtant practice of 
the church. --They muſt have underſtood the matter as a mini: 


ter, who had never heard that infant baptiſm was ever objected 
to, would underſtand his charge, if he was ordained and ſent 


out to preach to the heathen, and gather Churches among them, 


| baptizing them. It would be unnatural, and highly unreaſona- 
ble for them to underſtand the matter otherwiſe. This then 


muſt be received as the juſt interpretation of the commiſſion. It 


js the natural and true meaning: Which is ſo far from cutting off 
infants from the goſpel church, that it furniſhes us with a good 


warrant for admitting them. 1 . 55 
We have another unanſwerable proof, that the children ot 


believers are members of the vifible church, and ſubjedts of bap- 
tiſm, in x Cor. vii. 14.“ The unbelieving huſpand is ſantt:fied hy 
« the wife, and the unbelieving wife is ſanctified by the huſband! 
„Elfe were your children unclean, but now are they holy.“ Tre 
Apoſtle had juſt faid, that a believer ougit not to ſeparate from 
anunbelieving conſort, who was willipg to continue in the mar- 
riage relation. And in theſe words he removes a doubt. which 
m ght be apt to ariſe in their minds, viz. Whether the childre n 


born in ſuch a marriage-were to be reckoned as belonging to the 


church, with the believing parents; or were to be ranked with 


the unbelieving parent, and ſo reckoned among heathens that 


were without ?---Though infants had always been received as 


members of the Old Teſtament church, yet when the [Jews had, 
in the time of Ezra married ſtrange wives, which had born them 
children, theſe Children were not received ; but it was ordereti 
that they be put away, together with their heathen parents, as 
unclean. It might therefore be a ſcrup':. whether a believer, and 
member of the Chriſtian church, were obliged or allowed to live 
in the ſtate of marriage with an unbeliever; and whether their 
children were not to be excluded from the church, as the un- 
clean offspring of a heathen parent; as had been determined a- 
mong the Jews in the caſe juſt mentioned, This point, the apof- 
tle plainly reſolves, declaring, that a believer is not defied by 
having conjugal ſociety with, an unbelieverf. On the contrary, 
ſays te, © The unbelieving hufband is ſanctif'ed by the wiſe,” or 
rather is ſanctiſied in or to the wife, © and the unbeiteving wife 
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is ſanftified in or to the huſband.” "That is, the believer, hab 2 
Jawful and ſanctified enjoyment of an unbelieving yoke-fellow, 


For, as the apoſtle elfewhere teaches us, “ All things are pure 


« to him that is pure. And every creature of God is good, and 
«© nothing to be refuſed. For, it is ſancti fed by the werd of God 
c and prayer.” Thus the unbelieving. huſband or wife is ſanQi- 
fied to the believer, as every creature of God is, which we may 
have occaſion to uſe. Formerly, all that were out of the pale of 


the Church were accounted unclean ; and a Jew would have been 


defiled by living with a heathen conſort. But now there is no 


defilement in the lawfal uſe of any of God's creatures. They are 
all ſanctified to a believer. Or we may take the meaning of theſe 
words thus: A believer and unbeliever heing married together, 
are one fleſh : They are one principal or ſource of offspring. But 
though an unbeliever, confidered in himſelf perſonally,.is unholy, 


and has no claim to church privileges; yet the children are inti--: 


tled to theſe privileges, as fully and perfeR]y in all reſpeQs, as if 
both the parents were believers. For the unbelieving hutband 
being one fleſh- with the believing wife, is ſanctifed in or by her, 
ſo far as reſpects the propagation of children. The huſband, 


though an unbeliever, is, in conſequence of his union in marriage 
with a believer, in ſome fort ſanctified. The one fleſh conſtituted 
by the marriage union is, as I may ſay, entirely ſanctified; and 


not a coaleſcence or con junction of unholy and holy. The un- 


bpelie ver, in this relation is capable of propagating a holy ſeed, 


and tranſmiting church privileges to his offspring, to as good ad- 
Vantage as any believer. | KF: | 


*% 


The apoſtle goes on 6 Elfe were your children unclean,” as 


the heathen were termed and accounted. All thoſe who,were 
aliens from the common- wealth of Iſrael, and ftrangers to the 


covenant of the promiſe, and not members of the church of God, 


were commonly reputed uncircumciſed and unclean. They 
were not admitted into the holy place, or to attend on holy or- 
dinances. Now, if the unbelieving conſort were not ſanQifiedto and 
by the believer, as has been ſaid, the children muſt have been un- 


clean, and ſo not be received as members of the church, and ſub- 


jects of holy ordinances.---* But now they are holy.“ They have 


the denomination of ſaints, or holy ones: And are to be admit- 
ted into the viſible church, into the ſociety and fellowſhip of thoſe 


who are viſibly ſeparated from the reſt of the world, and devoted 
to God as his holy people. The word, Holy, as it is uſed in ſcrip- 
ture, is applied to perſons and things that are devoted and dedi- 


cated to God. Men are termed holy either as being ſeparated 


from the ret of mankind, and ſtanding in a peculiar relation to 


God, as his viſible profeſſing people; or as being conformed to 
the will and moral image of God in temper and practice. The 


one is called a relative, the other an inherent holineſs. The firſt 
is attributed to all thoſe who belong to the viſible church. Thus 


the 
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the people of Iſrael are all ſpoken of as an holy people. And, l 
E upon the ſame account, goſpel churches are confhdered as con- 15 i 
W. Fiſting of ſaints or holy perſons. For, though it is not ſuppoſed C 
re that they are all really and inherently holy, or partakers of a N | 
1d divine nature, yet they are viſibly the people of God, ſeparated 4h 0 
od and devoted to him; But let it be particularly noted, that no 1 
ti- perſon is ever ſtiled holy from the beginning to the end of the — 
27 bible, except he be of the church of God. And in the nei teſta- N 
of ment, a Saint or Holy Perſon, a Diſciple of Chriſt, a Member of ”- 
en the Church, and a ſubject of the Kingdom of Heaven are of the f 
10 ſame ſignification. Now, fiance we find that the title or appellati- 4 
re on of Holy is never given to any perſon in, the world, except he U 
fe be of the church; and fiace the apoſile declares, that the children It 
5 of believers are holy; it is a plain and undeniable conſequence, | 9 | 
ut that ſuch children are of the church, and io are the proper ſub- 4 
ys jects of baptiſm, as was to be proved. B | . 
ti Phe Antipedobaptiſts have endeavoured, in vain, to wring and 4 
if WU wreſt theſe words of the apoſtle to a compliance with their te- A 
1d nets,--- But, in the firſt place they would perſuade us, That the 1 
Yr, & Holineſs which the apoſtle here intends, cannot be that which 
d, cc js implied in, and connected with church memberthip.---For; 
ge they ſay, the ſame Holineſs which is aſcribed to the children; 
ed & js alſo attributed to the unbelieving parent---If the children are 
d Holy, the unbelieving huſband and wife are alſo ſaid to be 
n- « Sanctified. But, I anſwer, the apoſtle's words plainly ſnew, 
d, that the unbelieeing yoke-fellow is. only ſanctified to the be- 
d- lie ver, as all the creatures of God are ſaid to be ſanctiſied to the 
Saints, ſo as that they may have a holy uſe and enjoy ment ef 
as them. Or, He is only ſo ſanctified by becoming one fleſh with, 
1e a believer, that he is capable of propagating a holy ſeed, He is 
he not ſanctified in reſpeR to God, but only in reſpeR to his conſort. 
d, and offspring, who derive no more defilement either by conjugal 
ey co habitation with or by natural generation from him, than if ne 
1 were a heliever. In a word, the unbelieving huſband is only 
nd Sanctified in that particular reſpeR, and unte the particular pur- 
n- pole there pointed at, as has been ſaid.--- But the Children are 
b- declared to be not unclean, but Holy, or ſaints.” A title which 
Ve is never given to any but thoſe that are of the church. Unhe- 
it - lievers who belong not to the church may be ſanctified, or pre- 
ſe pared as inſtruments to anſwer the purpoſes of divine goodnefs 
ed to the ſaints. But this reſpeRive ſanctification does never give 
p- them the denomination of © Holy ones, or Saints.“ Theè words 
li- of the text, and the reaſon of the thing therefore plainly ſhow z 
ed that the SanRification of the unbelieving huſband or wife is à dif- 
to ferent thing from the holineſs of the children. This gives a good; 
to pertinent and inſtructive ſeaſe to the apoſtle's-words, which are 
1e taken and explained in the ſcriptural ſenſe, as no doubt they 
r(t ought to be. And if the holineſs of the children is ſuppoſed to 
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fignify ſomething different from the ſanctification of the unbe- 
lieving parent ,t need not ſtumble us, ſuch variationsareobſervable 
in other places, where the ſame word bears a ſomewhat different 
meaning in different parts of the ſame ſentence. See John xvii. 19. 


For their ſakes I Sanctiſy myſelf, that they alſo might be Sanc- 


« tified through the truth.“ Tit. i. 15.“ Unto the pure all things 
* are pure.” Beſute, according to our adverſaries interpreta- 
tion, the words, SanQifed and Holy, bear a very different mean- 
ing; the one Signfying, © married,” the other, “ Legitimate.” 
And hence we ſee, there is no juſt foundation for that objec- 


| tion, „“ That the unbelieving parent being ſanftified by a believ- 


« ing yoke fellow, may as weil be concluded to be a member of 
« the church and ſubject of baptiſm, as the children whoſe holi- 
« nels depends upon this ſanctification of the parents,” For 
a perſon's being ſanctified in ſome certain reſpect, does not 
givehim the denomination of a Saint, or holy one, in the language 
of the (cr ptures; which is a peculiar and appropriate title of 
thoſe who belong to the church, and is never given to any others 
of the children of men. And, fince the children areHoly, or Saints, 
which is not ſaid of the unhelieving parent, though in ſome re- 
{pon ſanctified ; the children are to be acknowledged as of the 
church, but not the unbelieving parent. | I 

Nor is there any more reaſon in what is ſurther urged, “ That 
« we may as well argue from theſe words of the apoſtle, that 
4% Children of a believer, though forty or fifty years old, are to be 
« accounted holy and received into the church, without a per- 


e ſonal profeflion of faith, as that infants are to be ſo accounted 


« and received ; fince they are all alike children, and intitled to 

« the rights and privileges of children,” For, though it is true, 

that the ward Children does not determine their age, yet what 

the apoſtle ſays of them, ſtiews, that he means only children in 

minority, as plainly as when he gives it in charge to fathers to 

ka uy their Children in the nurture and admonition of the 
or. 


Teaſon holds only with reſpe&t to ſuch as are in their minority. 
Such children as are of age cannot be concluded to be unclean 
or out of the church, though both the parents are unbelievers, 


and unſanRified. For, adult children may act for' themſelves 


nd be admitted into the church upon a perſonal profeſſion of 


faith. And on the other hand, it cannot be concluded with any 


certainty, that adult children are holy, though the parents are 
believers. For the children may live in open inficelity, The 
connetion between the faith and ſanAification of the parents, and 
the holineſs of the children, which the apoſtle aſſerts, holds only 
with re'pett to infants or minors ; which is a clear proof that 
theſe cnly, and not adults are, the children here ſpoken of. 


or they are therefore accounted and ſtiled holy and not 
unclean, becauſe one of the parents at leaft is a believer. But this 


Let. 
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Let us now conſider how this paſſage is expounded by thoſe on 
the other fide. And here they would perſuade us, * that the 
« apoſtle means, what they call, a matrimonial holineſs.” And 
that the meaning of the text is,“ The unbebeving huſband is 
married or eſpouſed to the wife, and the unbeheving wife, 
married to the huſband : elſe were your children baſtards, but 
now are they legitimate.“ I do not think it will be needful to (ay 
much to expoſe the unreaſonableneſs of this interpretation. It is 
ſo trained and unnatural, it ſo finks and ſpoils the ſenſe, and is 
ſo utterly without foundation, that I think it 2 paſs for one 
of the moſt improbable, unhandſome, and incredible gloſſes, that 
we ſhall readily meet with upon any text whatever. The no- 
tion of perſons being ſanctified, in any ſenſe, by marriage has no 

ſort of foundation 45-47 ſcriptures ; which never once uſe the 
words Sanctified, or * to ſignify thoſe who are married. And, 
if the Jewiſh Rabbies have ſometimes uſed the Hebrew word 
which uſually ſignifies a Sanctifying to expreſs marriage; this is 
a modern, and not a ſcriptural ſenſe, and is not to be regarded, 
But whatever the Hebrew word may import in the Rabbinical . 
writings, it is only the Greek words, Hagiazo and Hagios, that we a 
are concerned with, And it has not yet been found, that 
theſe have ever been uſed to denote either a marrying, or being 
legitimate. In ſhort, our opponents have had the boldneſs to 
fix a meaning to the apoſtle's words wholly different from the 
ſenſe which the words bear in any part of the ſcripture : A mean- 
ing . e by any 2 authority, or parallel example in 
any Greek writer, ſacred or profane. And eſpecially, that the 
word Hagios, Holy, which is predicated of rhe children ; ſhould 
ſignify legitimate is, for what yet appears, quite without example. 
Let the pretence then of Matrimonial SanQification and Holy. Le- 
gitimacy, go for an idle ſigment, and be exploded with juſt indig- 
nation and contempt . Beſides, according to this interpretati- 
on of the text, the ſenſe will be very poor, trifling and uninſtructive: 
and the apoſtle's reaſon againſt a believers ſeparating from an un- 
betieving conſort will turn out weak and impertinent. Neither 
the Corinthians, nor any one elſe doubted, or had need to be, 
told, that the unbelieving huſband had been and was married tos 
the wife, and the unbelieving wife to the huſband. For, how 
could they be huſband and wife, if they had not been — 
| Gu - gether 
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* The only places of ſcripture I have ever ſeen brought to 
ſupport this ſtrange ſenſe, which is invented and put on the word, 
Holy, are Ezra ix. 2. Mal. ii. 15, Where mention is made of 

The Holy Seed, and, A Godly Seed. But we have not the leaſt ' 
reaſon to imagine that their legitimacy is what is intended by + , 
theſe epithets. They are 2 termed a Holy Seed, and a 
ſeed of God, not becauſe they were legitimate, but becauſe they 
were of the church, the viſible people of God. 


no 


> 
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* 


ee And, can any one believe in ſober earneſt, that the in- 
pired apoſtle filled up his epiſtle with ſuch a trifling ridiculous 
bufineſs, as telling his converts, that if they had children without 


being married, the children would be baſtards, but now as they 


had been married, they were legitimate! Far be it from any 
Chriſtian to burleſque the ſacred ſcriptures, at this rate---It is 
mere tfaveſty---A profane-infidel, who would ridicule the apoſtle 
could.ſcarce give his words a nieaner, and more ludicrous turn. 
But, it may be ſaid, © That the Corinthians doubted whether 


a believer were not looſed from the bond of marriage to an unbe- 


liever, and conſequently at liberty to ſeparate.” I anſwer, if 
this were the doubt, the apoſtle's ſaying, That the unbeliever 
« js married to the believer,” was not to the purpoſe of deter- 


mining, that a believer ought. to cohabit with an unbeliever. 


This would be only ſaying, that the marriage contract is bind: 
ing upon the unbelieving party; and conſequently, that an un- 


believer ought not to ſeparate from a believer. But this will not 


prove but that the believer may be at liberty, notwithſtanding, 
and that it may be expedient for him to forbear cohabitation with 
aninfidel. Norcap it be ſaid, that if one party be Bound, the o- 
ther cannot be at liberty. For, it is well known, that in ſome 
caſes, the one party may he at liberty to repudiate the other, and 


yet that other party may not be at liberty till after an actual di- 
. Vorce. So that the apoſtle's reaſon againſt. a ſeparation of the 


marriage union between a believer and an unbeliever, according 


to the Antipedobaptiſts, will only prove that an unbeliever 


ought not to repudiate a believer z which every one ſees, was 
not the point he wasconfidering ; which was, whether a believer 
ought to part from an unbeliever. And according to the mean- 
ing they put upon the apoſtle's words, his reaſon ought to have 
food thus, in order to its having any pertinency in it: The be- 
cc lieving huſband is bound in marriage to the unbelieving wife, 
ct and the believing wife to the unbelieviag huſband.” Whoever 
was the author of this uncouth invention, it is certainly a great 


injury to the apoſtle, to imagine, that ſo poor a ſentiment, and 


ſuch left handed reaſoning, could fall from his divine pen. 


| S2-C-T:10.N MM... 


THAT the infant ſeed of believers are members of the 


church, and ubjects of baptiſm, further appears from their inte- 
reſt in that gracious covenant, by which the church is conſtitut- 


ed. To ſtate and clear up this argument at full length, would 
require a large diſcourſe. I muſt only give a brief ſketch. 

I think it is granted, that all who are vifibly interefted in the 
new covenant, are to be received as members of the viſible 
Church; and that the outward token of an intereſt in the cove- 


nant, and of admiſſion into the viſible church belongs to them. 
After the fall of man, by the breach of the firſt covenant, God 
was pleaſed to reveal a new and gracious covenant, of which 
Chriſt was the Mediator ; which was to be the rule of intercourſe 


and communion, between God and his people,- and the great 


charter by which the church was formed. All who were taken 
into this covenant were thereby ſeparated from the reſt of man- 


kind, and brought into a peculiar relation to God, as his people 
and ſubjects, to be ruled by the ſpecial laws, and obſerve the ſpe- 


cial ordinances, and enjoy the ſpecial privileges of his kingdom. 
This kingdom of grace was to make an outward appearance up- 
on earth, and have an outward adminiſtration in the viſible 
church, according to the rules which God ordained. And ac- 
cording to theſe rules, all who were viſibly in the covenant, were 


to be admitted as members of the viſible church. They were to 
have the appointed token of the covenant put upon them, and 
were viſtble ſubjeas of the outward ordinances and privileges of 


the church. For, a viſible intereſt ia the covenant, a right of mem- 
berſhip in the viſible church, a right to the token of the covenant 


and of church memberſhip, and to the outward ordinances and 


privileges, which, according to the covenant, belong to the 
church; theſe things are inſeparably connected together, and mu- 
tually infer each other. Many, it is true, who are in the cove- 
nant viſibly, and in the acceptation of the chufch, ha ve not a real 
and ſaving intereſt in new Covenant bleſſings. They will not at 


laſt be owned by God as his peculiar people; nor is there a ſpi- 


ritual, effectual, and laving application of the grace of the new 
covenant to them. Hence ariſes the common diſtinction between 
the viſible, and the inviſible church. But the out ward ordinan- 
ces of the church are to be adminiſtred to all, and only thoſe, who 
are viſibly in the covenant, and of the church. e | 

Now, if this covenant, by which the church is formed and 


conſtituted, includes the children with the parents, then theſe 


children belong to the church ; and the token of the covenant, 
and of admiſſion into the church, belongs regularly and viſibly to 


them. This then is the point we have to prove. * 


Let it be remembered, in the firſt place, that the ſuppoſition of 
infants being comprehended in the covenant, and being the ſub- 
jects of its out ward adminiſtration in the viſible church, is no 
ways incredible, on account of any incapacity in them. For, they 
are certainly capable of coming under its bonds, and having the 


grace of it ſecure and applied fo them; and they greatly need 


new covenant blefings. It is an important privilege to them to 


belong to the vifble church, that they may, under its watch, in- 


ſtrucions and d ſcipline, be trained up in the nurture and admo. 
nifioa ofthe Lord. They are alſo capable of having the outward 
token of the covenant put upon them; which may-afterwards be 
improved by them for their excitement and encouragement 2 

| - | the 
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the ſervice of God. In ſhort, infants are, for ought that appears; 

as Capable ſubjects as any of the obligations, the privileges, aud 
token of the covenant ; and they ſtand in like need thereof with 
others. The preſumption, therefore, is not at all againſt, but ra- 
ther in favour of their being comprehended in the covenant, and 

in the church of God, as well as others. a 5 
We m y further obſerve, that it has always been cuſtomary for 
children to be included in covenants with the parents; to come 
. under the bonds, and receive the privileges therein ſtipulated. 


That this is common in covenants which take place among man- 


kind is known to all; and no one imagines there is any thing un- 
reaſonable and improper in it, if the covenant be in itſelf good 
and reaſonable. It is alſo certain, that when God has been 
pleaſed to covenant with mankind, the children as well as the 


parents have been comprehended. This appears to have been, 
the caſe in the covenant with Adam, with Noah, with Abraham, 


and with the Iſraelites at Horeb. Indeed; this ſeems to have 
been the caſe in all God's federal tranſactions wifh the children 
of men. It is, therefore, altogether agreeable to the common 


ſenſe of mankind,. and the method of God's government of his 


people, that his covenant with them ſhould reſpect and take in 
both them and their ſeed. And this conſideration may, I think, 


render jt quite credible, and ſomewhat probable, that the new 


covenant, by which the church is conſtituted, may be, in this re- 
-ſpeQ, fimilar to God's covenant tranſactions with raankind, which; 
Io far as appears, have conſtantly comprehended the children 

with the parents. | | 45 E616 
But, having premiſed theſe obſervations, I ſhall proceed to the 
direct and poſitive proof, that the children of God's covenant 
people, have alſo an intereft in the covenant. The new covenant, 

which, I have ſaid, is the great charter by which the church is 
formed, does moſt plainly and expreſsly take them in. It was, in- 
deed, this new covenant I am ſpeaking of, that was revealed to 
our firſt parents the very day that they fell, and by the propoſal 
of it to them, they were conſtituted the vifible church and people 
of God, before they were expelled from paradiſe.— It was again 
Tevealed to Noah after the flood,” whereby he, with his children, 
were again recognized by God as his church and people. The 
ſame covenant was afterwards more clearly and diſtinctly reveal 
ed to Abraham. and the ordinance of circumcifion was annexed, 
as an outward fign and token. And though there are ſufficient 
intimations, that the ſeed of God's viſible and profeſſed people, 
had always, from the beginning, been conſidered as in the cove- 
nant, and church of God; yet as this is moſt expreſs!y declared 
in the revelation which God made of his gracious co 7enant to A- 
braham, I ſhall take this more eſpecially as the ground of the pre- 
ſent argument. | | $7, 


— 


The Abrabamic Covenant conſidered. | 47 


The Abrahamic covenant, I ſay, was but a plainer exhibition of 


that ſame new and gracious covenant, which had been all along 
the foundation and charter of the church. The addition of a new 
ordinance, and the grant of a particular country to him and his 
natural poſterity, made no alteration in its ſubſtantial duties, or 
privileges, dut only pointed out a different external adminifira- 
tion, which was to take place in the church. Hitherto the ex- 


ternal admin ſtration of tue church ſeems to have been domeſtic; _ 
the ordinances of worſhip being diſtinctly and ſeparately adminiſ- & 


tred in the ſeveral families of the Patriarchs: nor do we read of 
ſolema aſſemblies, for the purpoſe of attending public worſhip. 


But, as God had a deſign of forming a national church, of the po- 
Rerity of Abraham, all the members of which were to join and 


have an external communion with each other in the ſame ordi- 
nances, and acts of worſhip; this different mode of adminiſtration 
was provided for in the grant of the land of Canaan to the poſ- 


terity of Abraham; that ſo they might be formed into a political 
body, and live together, for their convenient attendance on holy 


ordinances. But this provifion, which was made for a different 


external adminiſtration in the church, is no argument but that the 


covenant which was revealed to Abraham was, for ſubſtance, the 
very ſame with that by which the church had at firſt been formed, 
and had all along ſubfiſted. 


This may ſhew how unreaſonably ſome would infinuate, that 


we would make ſeveral covenants of grace. As if the ſame co- 
venant could not be revealed © at ſundry times and in divers 
manners,” and as if there might not be a different external ad- 
min ſtration of ordinances in the church at different times, and 
yet the covenant by which the church is conſtituted remain ſub- 
ſtantially the ſame. | 


Now, that we may diſtinctly ſtate this argument, grounded on 


the covenant with Abraham, let us take a view of it as we have 


it recorded in Gen, xvii.“ IT am the Almighty God, walk before 


* me, and be thou perfect. And I will make my covenant be- 
« tween me and thee, and will multiply thee exceedingly. As 
« for me, my Covenant is with thee, and thou ſhalt be a father 


* of many nations. Neither ſhall thy name any more be Abram, - 


e but thy name ſhall be Abraham ; for a father of many nations 
% have I made thee. And I will make thee exceeding fruitful, 


„e and I will make nations of tzee, and Kings ſhall come out of 
« thee---And I will eſtabliſh my covenant between me and thee. 


« And thy feed after thee in their generations, for an everlaſtin 

% covenant ; to be a God unto thee, and to thy ſeed after thee. 
« And I will give unto thee and to thy feed after thee, the land 
“ in which thou art a ſtranger ; all the land of Canaan for an 


t everlaſting poſſeſſion, and I will be their God. Thou ſhalt 
„ keep my covenant therefore, thou and thy ſeed after thee in 
their generations. This is my Covenant which ye ſhalt keep 
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« between me and you, and thy ſeed after thee: Every man | 
« Child among you ſhall be circumciſed. And ye ſhall circum- AC 
ec ciſe the fleſh. of your foreſkin, and it ſhall be a token of the thi 
& covenant betwixt me and. you. And he that is e ght days old IF thi 


LE _— 


« ſhall be circumciſed. among you, every man child in your ge- of 
« neration ; he that is born in the houſe, or bought with money W 
« of any ſtranger which 1s not of thy ſeed. He that is born in to 
« thy houſe, and he that is bought with thy money, muſt needs C0! 
be circumciſed ; and my covenant ſhall be in your fleſh for an his 
W everlaſting covenant. And the uncircumciſed man child cio 
t whole fleſh of his foreſkin is not circumciſed, that ſoul ſhall be ly: 
« cut off from his people: he hath broken my covenant. ? chi 
From this memorable paſſage, which I have recited at large, WU nai 
we ſee that the Abraham:c covenant comprehended the children 1 
with the parents, in their ſucceſſive generations; and that the ren 


outward token of an intereſt in the covenant was to be applied the 
to infants. We may further obſer ve, that all Who were includ- har 
ed in this covenant - were by it conſtituted a viſible church, ſepa- the 
rated from the reſt of the world to be the people of God. That the 
grand article of the covenant, © I will be a God to thee and thy © I dre 
© ſeed,” implies,that they were to ſtand in a peculiar relation to be 
God, as his church; who were to be ſubje& to peculiar laws and we 
ordinances, by obſerving which, they declared on their part, That « | 
they were his People. This promiſe contains aiſo the ſum of f 
new cavenant-bleſfings. The promiſes and ordinances did ap- too 
Pertain only to the church; of which all who had an intereſt in the 
the covenant were members, Infants, therefore, being expreſsly I the 
included in the covenant, were always looked upon as of the vi- doo 
fible church and people of God; and were to receive the diſtin- Wl the: 


guiſhing token of a covenant dedication to him. nan 
Nor was this covenant, with its ordinances and privfege ever T 
limited to Abraham, and his natural poſterity-; and purticular- "WW nan; 


ly that article which takes the infant ſeed into the church with” Fance 
the parents, was not any peculiar privilege of the native Hebrews: 
Nor was Circumciſion appointed as the token of a peculiar inte- 
reſt in thoſe temporal bleſſings, which were granted. exclufively , 
to the natural ſeed of Abraham, as ſome would pretend. For 
it appears that by the expreſs direction of God ſome were fo 
have the token of the covenant and of church memberſhip for 
themſelves and their children, who were neither the natural de- 
ſcendants of Abraham, nor were with them to inherit the land 
of Canaan. When circumcifion was firſt inflituted, not only 
Abraham, with his ſon Iſhmael, but all the males of bis family 
were ordered to have this token of admiſſion into the vifibie 
church. And it was a ſtanding rule, that bought ſervants, and 
children born in the houſe, ſhould be circumciſed. And the old 
Teſtament church did receive proſely tes from the Gentiles ; and 
this token of their intereſt in the covenant of Abraham was 
ER f ion ; - accordingly 
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It was not confined to the native Hebrews. 49 


accordingly adminiſtred to them and their children; who were 
| thereupon ſubje&s of Church ordinances, and privileges, But 
this their. intereſt in the covenant of Abraham gave them no right 
of inheritance with the native Ifraelites in the land of Canaan. 


Which I thiak-/is a clear proof, that the covenant with Abraham, 1 
ö to which circumcifion was annexed, was not any mere national by, 
? covenant, conveying peculiar temporal privileges to him and 9 
nis poſterity, but it could be no other than God's new and gra- 4 
1 | cious covenant; by the revelation of which, thoſe who profeſſed- 1 
3 ly conſented to it, with their children, were conſtituted his viſible af 
church and people, and were the regular ſubje&s of the ordi- 1 
„ nances appertaining to its outward adminiſtration. | F 3? 
1 The Abrahamie covenant, we ſee, did comprehend both pa- 34 
J rents and their infant children, conſtituting them members of 4 
1 the vifible church. And not only the natural children of Abra- 4 
ham, but all that were afar off among the Gentiles, even as many 3p 
- | I the Lord ſn ould call, upon their becoming proſelytes, profeſſing $3 
t the faith and religion of the church, they and their infant chil- 4 
y deren had an intereſt in the covenant of Abrabam, and were to 1 
o be received into the viſible church by the initiating rite. They va 
d vere adopted into the family of Abraham, and, © the bleſſing of my 
t ö Abraham came upon the Gentiles,” and he was © made the 
f („ father of many nations,” long before the goſpel diſpenſation ) ; 
J took place, and before the diſſolution of the national hierarchy of 34 
a the Jews, which was a middle wall of partition between them and 1 
y the Gentiles. Even before this wall was taken away, there was a | 1 
1- door left open in it, to receive all of every nation, who would join 3.4 


1- " themſelves to the God of Abraham, and take hold of his cove- 


nant. ; . L 
er The church having been conſtituted, according to the cove- 1 
r- ' Wnant, with Abraham, it muſt be allowed, that during its continu- | 


th” . WW ance, the children are as evidently in covenant, and of the church, 
s: . and ſubjects of the initiating ordinance, as any others. If then it 
e- Wilall appear, that this covenant ſtands now in force, and that the 
1y N soſpel church is in and under it, and enjoys all its privileges with- 
or out any abridgment; the church memberſhip of infants, and their 
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fo , Wright to the token of admiſſion, will ſtand upon the ſame firm ba- 
or lis, that it did under the Ola Teſtament. But, if it Mall appear, that 
le- the covenant with Abraham, is diſanuulled, and that the church ; © WY 
nd is now conſtituted upon a plan entirely new; then the intereſt. "0 
1y ct infants in the goſpel covenant, and their right of admiſſion into el 
% the goſpel church, can no otherwiſe be argued from the Abra- Ky 
i? {Wmic covenant, than by analogy, parity of reaſon, and ſuch like =. 
nd Mconſfiderations; which, however probable, are ſcarce concluſive. - KD. 
5 The adverſaries of infant church memberſhip, would perfuade / 
od us, that this covenant, which included the infant children, was not 4 : 
{gs oc's new and gracious covenant with his church, but a ſpecial . 1 
ly ompact, Containing a grant of mere out ward and temporal pri- 4 | 
a | | E | vileges, #3 
— 3 | 1 | 
F | 
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vice. eng fince abolifhed®. ' That ſtupid and ridiculous pre 
tence, that this was a covenant of works, I paſs over as un wor- 
thy of notice. Such wild, unſavoury notions muſt diſguſt all ſo- 
Ler Chriftians. It is alſo ſaid, „“ That the covenant with Abra. 
ham cannot be the covenant of grace, becauſe it might be kept 
and broken by men; and included thoſe who were not ſaved; 
was not from everlafting, but 'had its beginning ig time; and 
men were in time taken into it, and put out of it, H.“ T need 
not ſtay to canvaſs theſe things diſtinaly. However, the cove- 
nant of grace may he conſidered as from everlaſting in the divine 
degree; and, however inamiffable we may ſuppoſe their intereſt 
in it to be, whe are vitally united to Chriſt; yet, as to the exter- 
nal reveiati on, application, and adminiſtration of it in the viſible 
church, it is $ of no A a date than the a ne anne which is 
[55 r or formed 
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* Pr. Gm 11 705 K „That the covenant mae with Abraham 

£ was of a mixed Kind; that it had promiſes and mercies of a 
tc temporal nature, which belonged to his natural ſeed, and dibers 
« of a ſpiritual fort, Which. belonged to his ſpiritual ſeed---The I c: 
4 latter are comprized chief ia god being a God to him and them. o 
Anſwer to Dickisſon. p. 48. But he denies, that this covenant, di 
« ſo far as it was a covepant of grace,” was made with his natu⸗- * 
| Fel ſeed, as ſuch, or with the natural ſeed of believing Gentiles. v. 
Now, if it appear that this article of the covenant, which com- co 
TIES foiritual bleſſings, belongs to the natural poſterity of Abra- in 
am, including their infants, it | is then undeniable, even upon the MW pe 
Dofor's own conceon, that they have an intereſt in the cove- Ml th 
nant of Abraham, © as it is a covenant of grace.” Put this ap- co 
bears from Deut. x#iz. 70, e Ve ſtand this day all of ycu a 
20 before the Lord vorr Gad; your captains of your tribes, your 
« elders, and your cHicers, with all the men of Ifrael, your little fo 
ce ones, your wives, and thy ſtranger that is in thy eamp, that il i 
« then ſnouideſt enter into con 8 with the Lord thy God. in 
„„ Phat he may efablifh thee this day to be a people to himſelf, I W. 
ee anch that he may be unto thee a 8 as he hath ſaid unto thee, m. 
© ard as behath Cy-rn unto thy fathers, to Sbrahem to Iſaac, an 
& and to ſacoh.?? We fee here, that the fame (covenant which | he 
God had fworn to Abrah am, and particularly t nat promiſe, 0 J ye 
«© will be a Gcd to teen“ which comprizes ſpiritual mercies, as th 
Dr. Gil juſtly owns, and is, according to him, a covenant ee 1 


Tais co ent. it ant this 1 promiſe, 1 13 ren 1 * SA t5It u MN; and 64 ft 24 | its 
te little ones in pi r ic altar,” ar d8ciarcd to be Comprenen! ſe i in it. tal 
BEN ie ſame protniſe is often repeated, and in the fime exteat. Jer. to 


BET, 1. ** AL th ut time, which refers to the goſpel time ze! Is { 
>t5ev fond ſerve the Lori their Gold, and Did their king, C!:2p. Gc 
ARRT 9. © att A the Lord, Iwill be the Gad of all the families of fig 

3 Lcrael, 2 ni tney ul bemy pee.“ Tne families, h Feskore, Þ 
web ich inciuse tue Fl AllL Chalk 2Feas Wig I9 aa 2 as intere%in the | PM. 
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formed by it. And, it is certain, that unſanQifizd perſons may 
be regularly admitted to, and cut off from an external aud viſible 
intereſt in the Covenant, and right to ordinances. And this is that 
view of the covenant which comes under our preſent confidera- 
tion, as the ground of a viſible right to church privileges. 5 
It is further objected, “ That if the covegant with Abraham 
be not abrogated, as a part of the former adtainiſtration, cireum- 
cifion muſt ſtill remain in force.” But this conſequence we deny. 
How can it be made to appear, that the external aiminiftration 
of the viſible church cannot be changed, but by abol:ſhing that 
gracious Covenant, by which the church is formed ; and fo diſ- 
folving/the church itſelf, , The apoſtles declare plainly, that we 
are free from the yok2 of circumcifion. But that the covenant with 
Abraham is diſannulled, or curtailed in any of the privileges it 
conveyed to the viſible church, they, never once int mate, but 
declare to the contrary, as we ſhall fee preſently. We do not i- 
magine, that the change of the Sabbath from the ſeventh to the 
covenant of grace. The new covenant was promiſed to the houſe 
of Iſrael and Judah, which muſt douptieſs comprehend the chil- 
dren of their families. And, the ſame prom:{e is made ts them, 
« J will be to them a God, and tney fhall be to ns a people,” 
ver. 31. And, thoſe promiſes which peculiar.y appertaia to ths 
covenant of grace, and contain a giant of ſpiritual bleifiags, are, 
in ſcripture, often made to the ſeed or natural poſterity of God's 
people. See Deut. xxx. 6. Ifai. xliv. 3, 4. Chap. Iix. 21. And 
theſe bleſſings of the covenant of grace, made with Abraham, are 
come upon the Gentiles, or nations to whom Abraham is becom: 
a father, according to the divine promiſe, “ That they might ob- 
<« tain the promiſe of the Spirit through faith.“ They are; there- 
fore, the privilege of us and our children, as ſhall afterwards bs 
in2x#n.. And, whereas it is objecteg, that all who have an iatereſt 
in the covenant of grace, muſt needs be heirs of ſalvation; which 
we cannot think is the caſe of all the natural offspring of churciy 
members: I ſhall only ſay, at preſent, though profeſſed believers 
and their children are alike intereſted in the covenant, and viſihly 
heirs of ſalvation, and as ſuch, the ſubjedts of church ordinanges; 
yet, this does no more inſure final ſalvatioa to all the children, 
than it does to all adult profeſſors. But this will be further con - 
fidered in the ſejuel. And, if the covenant of grace, in reſpeR of 
its external adminiſtration, comptreſtends ſors who are not par- 
takers of its ſpiritual and ſaving blefi1gs, we have no more reaſon 
to think this ſubje incre-ſible, than that the vifibls church, which 
is the ſubject of ordinances, fhoald contain hypocrites. The rule 
God has given to direct us in our adminiſtrations, was never de- 
figned to make a perfect ſeparation of the elett from the reſtof 
mankind, in this world. This is none of our concerns. Tut 
Lord kgoweth them that are his CE RO 
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52 The Abrahamic Covenant not abrogated. 


frſt day of the week, is any proof that the fourth commandment 


is repealed, How weakly then do men urge the change of the 


outward token of admiffion into the church from circumciſion to 


a. as a proof that the covenant with Abraham is diſan- 
nulle . ; | : g f | ; 

But our opponents, “deny, that baptiſm comes in the room 
c“ of circumcifion.” And if we ſhould ſuppoſes with them, that 
it does not, it. would he no proof but that the covenant itſelf may 
remain, though the outward token be laid afide, as it is certain 


that the ſame covenant for ſubſtance had been revealed to, and 


adminiſtred in the church, long before circumciſion was inſtituted, 
And if the covenant remain, infants are til church members, 


and conſequently are the ſubjects of baptiſm, as all church mem-- 


bers are allowed to be. But, indeed, it is no better than wrang- 
ling to deny that baptiſm comes in the room of circumciſion : 


What we mean by the aſſertion is, that circumciſion being ab- 


rogated under the goſpel diſpenſation, baptiſm was inſtituted to 
bs an outward token of an intereſt in the new covenant, the ſa- 
cramental rite of admiſſion into the viſible church, the ſign and 


badge of memberſhip, even as circumciſion had been to the fa- 


thers; and in a word, that it anſwers the like purpoſes in the 
goſpel church, and is of like myſtical and ſpiritual fignificancy, 


as Circumciſion was under the former diſpenſation. And this I 


ſhould think our adverſaries can ſcarce deny. And, beſides, the 
apoſtle terms baptiſm the circumciſion of Chriſt, or the chriſtian 
circumciſion, C91. ii. 12. And he calls baptized chriſtians the 
Circumciſion under the goſpel, as the people of God had been 


wont to be tiled. Phil. iii. 3. And it is certain, that the primi- 


tive chriſtians viewed the matter in this light, and ſpeak of bap- 
tiſm as the goſpel circumcifion. But we may have occafion to 
conſider this point further in the ſequel. | oe 

Indeed, as circumcifion was afterwards annexed to the Horeh 


covenant, and ſo became an ordinance of the national church, 


and worldly ſanQuary of the Jews, binding the ſubjects to the 


- abſervance of the whole Moſaic law, in this relation aud reſpeR, 


it muſt of courſe have ceaſed with the other Jewiſh ordinances, 
when that old covenant was abrogated---And if our opponents 
only mean to deny, that baptiſm comes in the room of circum- 
cißon, Confidered as a Moſaic ordinance, we fiiall not contend 
with them. But it ſhould be remembered, that circumciſion had 
been appointed as a token of the Abrahamic covenant, long be- 
ſore the Horeb covenaat and national conſtitution of the church 
had a being. And I ſhall ſhew, that the Abrahamic covenant 
is the very ſame that the goſpel church is now under; and that 
it never was diſannulled. But as circumcifion had been annex- 
ed to the Horeb covenant, and ſo became a Moſaic ordinance, 
when God ſhook heaven and earth, and put an end to this old 
covenant, and the national hierarchy, he was pleaſed to lay eir- 
| | £ cumceiſton 


* 
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cumciſion-quite aſide, and appoint baptiſm in its Read, as the ſa- 


crament of induction into his goſpel church. But that covenant * 


which had been revealed to Abraham, and had been the founda- 


tion of the church from the beginning, was not ſhaken or made 
void, but confirmed; as we ſhali ſee. 7 | | 


It is objected, « That the apoſtle has declared, that the cove- 


« nant, which was the foundation of the Jewiſh church, of 


« which . infants were members, is waxed old, and van ſhed 


« away.” Heb. viii. 8, 9. I anſwer, The covenant which the 


apoſtle ſays was ready to vaniſh, was that, which God made 


with the Fathers, in the day that he took them by the hand, to 


lead them out of Egypt; that is, the covenant at Horeb. But 


— 


that. covenant, which is the foundation of infant church member- 
ſhip had been revealed to Abraham hundreds of years before; and 


the apoſtle does not ſay, that this, had waxed old, or was difan- 


had been church members long before this national church was 
formed ; nor was the foundation of their memberſliip ſhaken, 
when that diſpenſation was taken away. * 


There is another objection againſt our ſuppoſing that the 
Abrahamic covenant is that new covenant, which the. goſpel _ 
church is under, which looks more plaufible ; though I do not 


find, that our opponents have made uſe of it: And that is, 


« we make this new covenant much older than the coveaant of 


 nulled ; but the contrary... Infants were indeed members of the 
national hierarchy of the Jews, which is aboliſhed.” But they 


| © That the apoſtle calls the chriſtian covenant a new one, as 
© compared with that old one, which was vaniſhing. But it ſeems 


% Horeb ; even as old as Abraham, and! nearly as old as the 


« creation.” But the anſwer is not difficult. Though the reve-. 
lation of the new covenant was as early as the firſt conſtitution af 
a church in the world, and the grace and bleſſings of it reached 


backward to the fathers in the earlieſt ages; yet the covenant 


itſelf was not ratified and fealed, till the ſhedding of Chriſt's 
blood. It was the death of the teſtator that confirmed the New 
Teſtament. This was long after the old covenant had been ra- 


tifed and ſealed by the blood of beaſts. At the ſealing the new 
covenant, the old began to vaniſh. The apoſtle, therefore, very 


properly places the date of the new covenant at the tima when 


it was ſolemnly ratified and ſealed, and not when it was firit na- 


tified and promiſed. The efficacy of the newcovenant, as well 


as of Chriſt's ſacrifice, extended to every paſt age of the church; 


and they who died long before this ſacrifice was offered, and this 


covenant ſealed, had an intereſt in them.---Briefly then, the deat! 
of Chriſt, inſtead of diſannulling the covenant of Abraham, and 
the church memberſh'p of infants, has confirmed and ratife[ 
both; as I ſhall now go on to prove; having thus far touched, 
and I hope, removed, the moit conſiderable objeQions to this 
allertion” 1 85 8 e 
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Let it then be confidered, that the covenant of Abraham, con- cl 
taining a charter of privileges for the church, and the right of as 
memberſhip for infant children, being. an undoubted privilege w 
granted in this covenant ; it muſt be preſumptuous and in jurious A 
toc any to deny that this covenant ſtands in force, or to pretend, he 
that infants are now cut off from this right and privilege, unleſs th 
they can prove, that God has taken away this covenant, or at leaſt | 
1:28 canceiled that article, which is the foundation of infant A 
church memberſhig. But there is no intimation in the ſcriptures rh 
t:1at this covenant is diſannulled, or that infants are cut off from al 
their intereſt in it. The old covenant, which the apofile ſays G 
was vaniſhing, was the covenant made with the Iſraelites, when 4 
Cod led them out of Egypt, as, has been fhewn. But of the abo- Ju 
Iiming that covenant which conſtitutes infants, church members, w. 
"there is nothing to be found in the whole bible. And, till it can | 
be proved to be aboliſhed, it muſt be conſidered and held as valid R. 
=aFfever. . — fo! 

It is further to be obſerved, That this is called an everſaſting Wt 
Covenant, Gen. xvii. 7. which would be a decifive proof, that ev 
it was not diſannulled, were it not that we find the word, E ver-! 

- Hiffling, in ſcripture, ſometimes fignifying a limited duration. 55 
But it muſt at leaſt fignify, that this covenant was to continue tilt TI 
it was taken away by the fame divine authority, by which it leg 
was at firſt eftabliſked. And as we find no fort of evidence that an 
it has either been vacated or abridged, we conculde that it ſtill pr 
-abides in full force. 3 5 EO. dr 

The apoſtles are fo far from teaching, that Chriſt has diſannull- pri 

ec God's gracious Covenant with the fathers, or taken away any int 
or the privileges therein granted to them or their children, that pa 
paul aſſerts” to thecontrary, in Rom. xv. 8. © Jeſus Chriſt was up 
«2 minister of the circumcifion for the truth of God, to confirm 28 
ei the promiſes made to the fathers.” Theſe promiſes are um- 
marily contained in the covenant with Abraham, that the Lord leg 
world be a God to him and his ſeed ; that he fhould be a father ad 
of many nations; and that all the nations of the earth ſhould be an. 

Ueſfſed in him. Theſe promiſes are all confirmed by, Chriſt. 

Abrabam is the patriarch of the church. He is conſtituted the 
| tather of all them that believe; of all the people of God, of g 
| very nation; who are adopted into his family. Even the Gen- 5 
3 Nes, who were not his natural deſcendants, are received into the we 
* number, and. entitled to the privileges of his children. He is . 
8 r12de the father of more nations, than are derived from his blood. tha 
bl «if the nations of the earth derive bleſlings from him, and hold IU ve: 
+ : Sr church privileges under him, as his children and heirs. , The ted 
ant vith Abraham, has indced, been accompliſhed, more ſan 
\ Cui zntly Face Chriſt confrmed it, than ever before. His fami- gur 
\ 1 has been larger, aftd he has been made a father of more nations nar 
j „an ever, This article of the covenant, wh.ch receives the i anc 
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children with the parents into the church, is confirmed; as well 
as the reſt. It would be moſt unreaſonable to think otherwiſe, 
when the ſcriptures never hint that this article is reſcinded.— 
And we have befides, good evidence, that the chriſtian church 
N has not loſt this privilege, but their children are ſtill children 
| the covenant, to greater advantage than ever, > 


* _"  __——— _ 
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The apoſtle tells us again, that“ The covenant with Abraham 
« was confirmed of God in Chriſt, and that the law which was 

« 430 years after, could not diſannul it.“ Gal. iii. 17. And will 
>, any yet inſinuate, that Chriſt has.difannulled this covenant, which 
5 God confirmed in him ? This would overthrow: the apoſtle's ar- 
| gument; who confutes the error of the Judaizing - teachers about 
juſtification, by the ſtability of the Abrahamie covenant : which 
would be. inconcluſive, if that covenant was not in force“. 

Indeed, the third chapter to the Galatians, and fourth to the 
5 Romans are a proof, that the covenant with Abraham abides in 
force, under the goſpel diſpeniation, and that Gentile believers, . 
with their children, have an intereſt in it, which can never be 
evaded. The apoſtle ſays, that“ They who are of faith, are 
« the children of Abraham, and are bleſſed with faithful A- 
« braham . And being his adapted children, they are heirs, 
They inherit the bleſſings of his covenant; and all thoſe privi- 


; leges of church memberſhip, which were granted to Abraham 
8 and his ſeed, belong to believers. And as it was one covenant 
: privilege of the children of Abraham, to have their infant chik 


dren taken into the covenant and church with them: This 
privilege is-tranſmitted by the covenant, to all who are adopted 


5 into the family of Abraham; otherwiſe they are cut off from a 

5 part of that inheritance of church privileges which was intailed 

5 upon the children of Abraham. The apoſtle adds, “The bleſſ- 

. « ing of Abraham is come upon the Gentiles, through Jeſus- - 

« Chriſt . Which is, as if he had ſaid, the-bleſſingsand privi- 

| leges granted in the covenant wWith Abraham belong and are con- 

veyed to the Gentile church: The very ſame privileges without 

p any diminution, both for them and their children. “If ye are 94 
: 5 | | ES - «& Chriſt's, H 
F * It is obje&ed, that “ the covenant, of which circumcifion iN : 
2 « was appointed for a token, was not 430 years before the giv- __ "13 
s , ing of the law; and ſo could not be that covenant, which the 14 
; t apoitle ſays was confirmed of God in Chriſt.” But, I anſwer, | | 
e that it was the ſame covenant for ſubſtance, that had been re- 1 

[ vealed to Abraham many years before circumciſion! was inftitu- 

, ted. And if the apoſtle reckons from an earlier revelation. of the 

. ſame covenant, than that in Gen. xvii. it will not affect our ar- 

5 gument from theſe words: Since it was one and the ſame cove- 

nant that was repeatedly: revealed to Abraham at different times, 

: and was confirmed of God in Chriſt. ä 

b I Gal. iii. 7,9. J ver. 14. 
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56. 3 Belie ver Obildren rs of Abraham : 


c« Chriſt's, then are ye Abraham's ſeed, and heirs according to 


ham, whether for themſelves and their ſeed, the chriftian Gen- 
tiles are entitled to. For they alſo: are declared to be the chil- 


writes in the fourth chapter to the Romans, quoting thoſe words 
of the covenant, “ I have made thee a father of many nations J, 


and conſequently are comprehended in the covenant and church, 
together with their offspring. . 


the Jews of the bleſſing and covenant of Abraham, they are ad- 
mitted to that inheritance of ſpiritual 
cowenant and promiſe con veyed to his deſcen 


e point 
N Rom. iv. 16, 17. | 


+-Gal 829) 


fice to give a plain and brief ſtate of the caſe. The covenant 
with Abraham contains a grant of .external church privileges, 
and alſo of ſaving bleſſings, to his children and heirs, that is the 


count heirs according to the promiſe, to whom the ſpecial grace 


miniftred by men, according to rules by him preſcribed; ſo he 
has given direction, that all thoſe who are vifibly and in the ac- 
count of the church children and heirs of Abraham; or church 


vileges of God's covenanted people. And God has plainly de- 


rations, were to be received as his heirs, members of the viſible. 
church, and in human acceptation intereſted in that. covenant, 
in which it was promiſed, that he would be a God to him and 

- his ſeed. All theſe, I ſay, were viſibly heirs of Abraham, until 
gifinherited or cut off from his family by divine diredion. 


„ „ g 
„n 
>. 


as a proof, that Gentile believers are the children of Abraham; 


Clared, that all the natural poſterity of Abraham in their gene- 


ce the promiſe +.” Whatever privileges were by the covenant _ 
_ and promiſe of God granted to the children and heirs of Abra- 


dren and heirs of Abraham. To the ſame purpoſe the apoſtle 


+ 


Again, In Eph. iii. 6. we read, ce That the Gentiles are fellow 
ce theirs, and of the ſame body, and partakers of the promiſe in 
cc Chriſt, by the goſpel.“ That is, they are fellow heirs with - 


Mo which God's 
ants ; they are of 
the ſame body the church, which was formed by this covenant z 
and partakers of the promiſe ; that ſame promiſe of the covenant 
which had been the great privilege of the church all along, and 
was expreſsly to them and their children *. And this ſeems to 


1 In vain would our opponents evade theſe proofs by alledging, 
© That it is only the ſpiritual children of Abraham, that have 

cc an intereſt in the covenant of Abraham, and are heirs of the 

cc privileges therein contained.” In anſwer to this, it may ſuf- 


church. The ſpiritual children of Abraham (if we may uſe the 
term of diſtinction) are the inviſible church, who are in God's ac 


of the covenant is ſavingly applied. But, as the ſpiritual ſeed 


are known only to God, and as it is the will of God to have a 
viſible church, in which his ordinances ſhould be outwardly ad- 


members, ſhould be admitted to the outward ordinances and pri- 


And 
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Believers and their Children in Abraham's Covenant. 35 


point out the true interpretation of that ancient prophecy in 
Gen. ix. 27. God ſhall enlarge, or perſuade Japheth, and he 
« ſhall dwell in the tents of Shem, and Canaan ſhall be his 


« ſervant.” Hereby we are to underſtand, that the Gentiles, 


who were the poſterity of. Japheth, ſhould be taken into the 
houſe and family ef Abraham, deſcended from Shem : * is, 


not only the natural poſterity, but all others, who ſhould defire, 
to join with them in the faith and. worſhip of the true God, were, 
alſo to be reputed and admitted together with their children, as, 
heirs of Abraham by adoption---And accordingly, he became 
the adoptive father of many nations, befides his natural deſcen- 
dants. Now, as believers are the children and heirs of Abraham, 
as Paul ſays, and as the bleſſing of Abraham is come upon the 
Gentiles, their natural poſterity muſt ſtand upon the ſame footing 


exactly with the children of the other heirs, and ſo are to be ac- 


counted and admitted as viſible heirs of thoſe privileges which 
were entailed upon the family of Abraham in their ſucceſſi ve 
generations. For the covenant contained an intail of the ſame 
out ward privileges on the children of thoſe heirs: It conveyed 
the right of heirſhip-to them and their ſeed, until they ſhould be 
difinherited by divine order.---As therefore the natural poſterity 
of Abraham were certainly vifibly in covenant, and as ſuch had 
a right to the ordinances! and privileges of the church, though. 
many of them were not, in God's account, the ſpiritual children 


of Abraham, ſo are alſo the natural poſterity of all believers 


who are alſo the children and heirs of Abraham: the intail of 
theſe privileges on the children being an article of the covenant 
of Abraham, and a part of that bleſfing of his which is come up- 
on the Gentiles- Nor is this bleſſing any otherwiſe reſtricted to 
the ſpiritual ſeed now than it had been all along. Though in 
God's account all were nat Iſrael that were of Iſrael, yet in the 
account of the church, and with reſpect to an external right to 


church privileges, they all ſtood upon a level. Though the ſpe-. 


cial grace of the covenant is ſecured only to the ſpiritual. ſeed, 


yet the outward privileges of communion with the - viſible, 


church belong to all who are viſibly interefted in the covenant, 
and ſo in human account the heirs of Abraham, that is, to pro- 
feſſed believers, and their children. In fine, as the old cove-: 
nant was made with the houſe of Iſrael, including the little ones, 

as the phraſe commonly fignifies, and as all acknowledge, ſo the 
new covenant is alſo made with the houſe of Ifrael, Heb. viii. 8, 9, 
add ſo muſt, in like manner, include the whole family, even the 


infants of confederate believers.---Salvation comes to their houſe,” 


as Chriſt ſaid to Taccheus; that is, to their family, according to 
that promiſe, Jer. xxx. 20. Their children ſhall be as aforetime,, 
that is, Children and heirs of the covenant. And accordingly it 
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they ſhould be taken into that ſame church, and enjoy the pri- 


vileges of that ſame covenant, in which the children of Abraham 


were born and lived. For to ſuppoſe the meaning to be, as ſome 
take it, that God ſhall dwell in the tents of Shem,”” will make 
the laſt Clauſe of the verſe a needleſs repetition of what had been 


ſaid juſt before; viz. that Canaan ſhould be the ſervant of Shem 3. 


whereas, it is much rather to be underſtood, as foretelling that 
Canaan ſhould be his ſervant. who. was to dwell in the tents of 


Shem, that is Japheth's. However, it matters little how we take 
this text, as long as we have much clearer and more convictive 


proofs in the New Teſtament, that Chriſtians with their children 


are taken into the fame covenant and church in which Abra- 
ham and his ſeed had an intereſt and ſtanding.— Two or three 
rhore I wilt mention, which are, I think, very full to this pur- 


7 


poſe. 


— 


In Rom xi. 16, 17 the Apoſtle ſays, 4 If the root be holy e 
«are the branches.” By the root we are to underſtand the pa- 
triarchs, the fathers of the Jews; and the branches are their de- 


ſrendants. The patriarchs were holy as being in covenant, and 


members of the church; and their children the natural branches, 


are alſo holy in this reſpect. For, they were alſo comprehended 


in the covenant and church with their parents. It is a federal ho- 


lineſs, the holineſs of church memberſhip, or a viſible ſeparation 
and dedication to God, that is here attributed both to the root 


and branches. They being of the vifible church, were called a 
holy people; and the outward ordinances and privileges of the 


church were theirs. Inherent ſanctification is not the holineſs 
here meant. For that is not derived from parents to children by 


natural generation. The branches are not therefore the ſubjects 


rents, are federally holy, as being of the church, and intereſted. 


* . 


of ſaving grace, becauſe the root is ſo. But, if the root, or the pa- 


in the covenant ; ſo are the branches, or the children: For theſe 


alſo are in the Covenant, and of the church. This was undoubt- 


edly the caſe in the Old Teſtament church, as all allow. They 
were born church members. The branches were as much ſo as 


the root. If the former were holy, the latter were fo. of conſe- 


quence ; and the token of church memberſhip was put upon them 
in their infancy. The Apoſtle goes on, „ If ſome of the branches 
„ (that is, the unbelieving Jews) were broken off, and thou, (a 
« Gentile) being a wild olive, wert graffed in among them, and 


is promiſed in that moſt remarkable prophecy of the ealling of the 
Gentiles into the goſpel church, Iſa. xlix. 22. that God would 


lift up his hand to the Gentiles, and ſet up his ſtandard to the 
people, and they ſhould bring'the ſons of Zion, or the members. 


of the Chyrch, in their arms, &c. as infants are wont to be car- 


rie d. -A plain intimation that the goſpel church was to receive 


infants. 


6 with 


3 


* with them partakeſt of the root and fatneſs of the olive tree; 


te boaſt not.” Though the branches had the federal holineſs of 
church members, yet they were liable to be broken off. Thus 
it befel the greater part of the Jews: They were by their unbe- 


lief broken off from the ſtock they before ſtood upon, that is, the 
church. They loſt their ſtanding therein, and the privileges of 
members: And the Gentiles were graffed in to the ſame olive, 
from which the unbelieving Jews were broken. They were ta- 
ken into that very covenant and church, along with the believ- 
ing Jews, who were the natural branches, that never were bro- 
ken off, but maintained their ſtanding. The olive tree of the, 
church, ſpringing from Abraham as its root, or patriarch, and 
conſtituted by the Abrahamic covenant, was not cut down, and 


anew one planted. The church, which had ſtood from the ear- 


ly ages of the world, was not diffolved, and a new one formed up- 
on a foundation and plan entirely different: But the Gentiles, 
were graffed in along with the believing Jews, who were the only 
living and ſound branches that remained, after the nabelieving. 
Jews were broken off. They became the adopted children of A- 
braham, were taken into the church, which was {till conſidered. 
as his family. The olive tree ill ſtood upon the fame root as be- 


fore; and the Gentile converts were admitted into, the ſame co- 


venant, were laid under its bonds, and veſted with all its privi- 
leges, to as great advantage as if they had been the natural 
branches, or deſcendants from the holy fathers. This is what 


is meant, by their © partaking of the root and fatneſs of the o- 


live.” The unbelieving Jews could not poſſibly be broken off 
from auy church, but that which was formed by the Abrahamic 
covenant, of which infants were certainly members; for they ne- 
ver belopged to any other. The Gentiles were graffed into the 
ſame tree, from which the others had been broken. They par- 
took of the ſame root and fatneſs; that is, were endowed with the 
ſame covenant privileges. Which is a full proof, that the cove- 
nant with Abraham is not aboliſhed; but remains in force, and 
that the church conſtituted by it, of which infants were undoubt- 


ed members, was not diflolved ; but that the Chriſtian Gentiles 


are taken into it, along with the believing Jews, who ſtil] remain- 
ed in it; and the children cf the believing Gentiles ſtill had the. 


ſeme right and privilege of church memberſhip which Abraham. 


poſterity had all along. And this is agreeable to the warn 
which Chriſt gave the Jews. Matth. xxi. 43. The kingdom. 
« of God ſhall be taken from you, and given to a nation 


God, or church privileges, which were taken from the Jews, were 


given nodiminiſhed, to the Gentiles. To this we may add thoſe. 


words, Matth. viii. 11. Many ſhall come from the eaſt and the 


* weſt, and ſhall fir down with Abraham, Iſaac, and Jacob, in the 


„ kingdom of God,” That is, the Gentiles mall be taken into 
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the family of Abraham; into the ſame covenant and church 

rivileges with them, (ſo the words are expounded by ſome good 

L lerpeeterk) « but the children of the kingdom, (the unbehevy, 

« ing Jews) fhalF be caſt out (of tie church) into outer darkneſs? 

they ſhall be abandoned and given up to ignorance, blindneſs, and 

infidelity, like the heathen, wha are without; as well as puniſn - 
ed by terrible plagues in this world, and by the fire of God's 

wrath, which ſhall burn to the loweſt hell; under which they 

ſhall weep, and wail, and gnaſh/ their teeth for rage and anguiſh. 

The exceptions of the Antepedobaptiſts to this argument are 
of no weight. They deny that the Gentile converts were taken 
into the Jewiſh church, which, they ſay, was aboliſhed and 
taken away. ?*Tis true, the national Church ſtate, ſormed hy the 
covenant of Horeb, was taken away, as well as the political go- 
vernment of the Jews, But the church of God, formed by the 
Covenant with Abraham, hadſubfiſted long before. Nor_ was 
this covenant diſannulled by that of Horeb, as the apoſtle teach- 

es. The Gentiles were graffed into that olive, or church, from 
which the Jews were broken off: and that muſt be the Jewiſh 
church as conſtitùted by the Abrahamic covenant. Though the 
Moſaic hierarchy was falling, the church ſtood firm under that 
ſame covenant by which it had been formed long before that hi- 
erarchy was erected. This is that covenant on which the church 
memberihip of infants is founded; out of which the unbelie ving 
Jews were caſt ; and into which the Gentiles were taken. 
Some have pretended that “ Chriſt is the holy root, and 
ce Chriſtians are the branches, which the apoſtle hefe means.“ 
But this is manifeſtly abſurd. For then we muſt ſay, that ſome 
of Chriſt's branches are broken off; that is, the infide] Jews, 
who never were in Chriſt, no not ſo much as by an out ward pro- 
feſſion of faith in him. 85 9 
But the more common pretence is, © That the goſpel church, 
c conſtituted at firſt of believing Jews, is the olive, into which the 
6 Gentile converts were graffed.” But how could the unbe- 
lieving Jews be broken off from the Chriſtian church, when they 
ne ver were in or of it? To this it is only ſaid, that the uubeliev- 
ing Jews were left out of the church. What! Js that a break- 
ing off? A ftrange fancy! A new, unheard of way of breaking 
of what never was on. Is the Chriſtian church their 
own olive tree, and are they the natural branches who never 
were branches of it at all; never were in it ? 85 
It is indeed a matter of patience, to ſee how heroically men 
who are devoted to their ſchemes, will kick againſt the pricks, 
and affirm and deny almoſt any thing, rather than give them up. 
The plaineſt and moſt pointed ſcripture teſtimonies that ſtand | 
directly in oppoſition to them, avail nothing. New ſenſes, never 
heard of before, muſt be forced on common words. Holineſs” 
muſt mean legitimacy; breaking off muſt fignify leaving me 
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be Promiſe of the Covenant. 61 


what was never in; rather than infants be allowed any place in 
the church. In this way of managing a debate, people gever 
need fear heing convinced. They are out of the reach of argu- 
But, let us once more hear what the ſcripture! ſays.-- When 
thoſe, who were pricked in their hearts, on the day of Pentecoſt, 
ſaid to Peter and the reſt of tie apoſtles, Men and brethren, what 
ſhall we do? Peter ſaid unto them, “ Repent and be baptized - 
every one of you in the name of Jeſus Chrifl, for the remiflion 
« of fins, and ye ſhall receive, the gift of the Holy Ghoſt. For 
«the promiſe is to you, and to your children, and to all that are 
ic afar off, even as many as the Lord our God ſhall call.“ Acts ii. 
38,39. That it was the covenant with Abraham, that is here called 
tue promiſe, will appear from the following conſfiderations.--- 
1. This covenant is commonly in the New Teitament called the 
Promiſe, by way of diſtinction and eminency. See Rom. iv. 13, 
14. For the Promiſe, that he ſhould be heir of the world, was not 
«to Abraham or to his ſeed, through the law, but through the 
„ righteouſneſs of faith. For, if they which are of the law be 
« heirs, faith is made vain, and the Promiſe of none effect. There- 
«fore it is of faith, that it might be by grace; to the end that 
« the Promiſe might be ſure to all the ſeed, not: to that 
« only which is of the law, but to that alſo which is of the faith 
&« of Abraham, who is the father of us all.?“ Gal. iii. 17. and on, 
© The covenant which was before confirmed of God in Chriſt, 
« the law which was 420 years after cannot diſannul, that it 
« ſhould make the Prom:fe of none effect. For if the inheritance 
«be of the law, it is no more of promiſe, but God gave it to 
“Abraham by Promiſe. If ye are Chriſt's, then are ye Abra- 
« bam's ſeed, and hieirs according to the Promiſe. Once more. 
Gal. iv. 28. „ We, as Iſaac, are children of the Promiſe,” 

In all theſe places, and in divers others, the covenant with 
Abraham is called the Promiſe 3 which ſhews that it was com- 
monly. ſo *ſtiled. 2. If we compare this text with Accs iti. 25. 
we ſhall find the promiſe there explained, to mean the covenant 
With Abraham. For the apoſtle, there addrethng the Jews, to 9 
perſuade them to repent and be converted, in hike manner as he 53 
had done on the day of Pentecoſt, propoſes the very fame en- | 
corragement to them in theie words: Ve are the children of 
* the Covenant which God made with our fathers, Siying unto 
% Abraham, and in thy ſeed ſhall all the kindreds of the earth he 
« bleſſed.” His telling them that „they were the children of 
„% Abraham's Covenant,” is to the (ame purpoſe exactly, as if he 
had told them, that the Promiſe was to them and their children. 
For this covenant was undoubtedly to the parents and their in- 
fant children. And their being declared children of the covenants 
henified that they were heirs to the privileges of the covenant. 
90 that theſe texts are exactly 7 cnn and explain each of 3 . 

3 : . 5 7 3 e * 


„ — * ts * * 5 nn 


wa [e 3 FF ww ar as 5 WW Vw * Vys wag mm wF_ 


— 


5, WW Wwe FX. 


„ FAY: wie 


— 


— 


11080 
a 
ä 


2 — 
— 


1 332 = 
Ab om. ot ” > ar > 


— 2 = 


* * 


K 
3 : 
A 
15 
r 
8 
X 
t 


* 


... : A 8 


— 
" um 
= — 
— — * 3 oy 


A 


62 To Chriſtians and their Children. Acts ii. 39. 


The ſame apoſtle, preaching to the ſame ſort of hearers, (that is 
the Jews) propoſes the ſame argument in different, words, even” 


their intereſt in the prone, or covenant with Abraham, it or- 
der to enforce the ſame exhortation, viz. Repentance and con- 


verfion for the remiſſion of ſins. So that we cannot reaſonably | 


doubt, whether the promiſe here ſpoken of, be not the covenant. 


with Abraham, if we will allow the apofile to explain hisown ' 
words. 3. What the apoſtle here ſays of the promiſe, agrees ex- 
actly in every particular, with the Abrahamic covenant, which 
had all along included the poſterity of Abraham and their infant 
children, togetker. with the Gentiles that were afar off, even 
as many cf them, as the Lerd did from time to time call into his 
church, and who, in obedience to this call, became proſelytes, or 
Comers, as the word properly ſignifies.---A!l, who upon the di- 


vine call, Came from afar to join themſelves to the Lord, and his 


people, were received, together with their childrenyinto the 
church and covenant by circumciſion ; and the promiſe was to 


them and their children alſo, as has been obſerved. The cove- 


nant of Abraham, did belong to all tlioſe, who were in, and of the 


church. Peter's hearers, with their children, being actval mem- 
bers in the church, did not need a new call into the church, in 
erder to their being the children of the covenant and promiſe. 


But, with the Gentiles who were afar off, and out of the church, 
the caſe was otherwiſe. They muſt frit be called in, and become 
proſelytes, before the promiſe would be to them and theirs. ' But 


ſo many as were thus called, and admitted into the family of 
Abraham, had an intereſt in tie covenant and promife, as well 
as the Jews, Thus the caſe had flood all along according to the 
Abrahamic covenant; and thus the caſe ſtood upon the day of 
Pentecoſt, as Peter ſays. Which''ſhews that it was this co- 
venant that Peter had in his eye, when he faid, © The promiſe is 
to you and your children:“ That his words are thereſore fo be 
explained according to the tenor cf tie Abrahamic covenant: 
That this covenant, which is the foundation of infant church 
memherſliip, was not then aboliſhed; but ſtood in force: And 
I preſume no one will ſay it has been aboliſhed fince. - 


In this manner Peter's hezrors muſt have underſtood his words. | 
"They had been born and bred in that church and covenant, 


which included both parents and children. They knew that in- 


fants had always been acknowledged as church members, ever 


fince a church had been formed in the world, Tue idea of a 


church which ſhould not admit the children with the parents, 


would have been as new and ſtrange to them, as a church that 
would not admit femaies, would be to us. A promiſe, or cove- 
nagt conveying, privileges to them and their children, would be 
naturally underſtood by thera in the fame manner as thoſe pro- 
miſes in the Old Teſtament, which ſo often occur in the ſame 
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the promiſe to Abraham, which was the moſt eminent and fund a- 
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mental. They. wonld as naturally conclude that their young 
children are immediately reſpzXed, as we ſhould coaclude ours 
to be in an inſtrument, conveying privileges to us and our heirs; 
and they would have no doubt, that a grant of privileges was 
here aſſerted. to the children of thoſe who were in the covenant 
and church, more than to the children of heathens. Now as the 
words of the apoſtle would carry this meaning moſt naturally 
and obviouſly to the underſtanding of his hearers, and as the ſame 
form of expreſſion elſewhere is conſtantly to be thus underſtood, 
and no reaſon appears wiy it may not be taken here in the ſame 
ſenſe ;. this mutt ia all reaſon be received as tne true interpreta- 
tion. And if this promiſe belonged to the infant children of the 
inchurched and covenanted Jews, at the day of Pentecoſt, none 
will deay that it ſtill belongs to the children of the Gentiles, who 
goſpel church. EA | | 
Tuis promiſe Peter hol is up to the Jews, as a warrant or 1 u- 
ſon why they ſhould be baptized in the name of Chrift. Repeat 
and be baptize ; For the.promiſe is to you, &c. Now if their 
intereſt in the prom ſe was a go reaſon why they ſhould be 
baptlzed, as the apoſtle aſſerts; then their childrens having an 
intereſt in the promiſe with them (as is alfo aſſerted) is as good a 
reaſon for their being biptized ; even as an intereſt in the cove- 
nant was a reaſon for circumciſon to Abraham and his children. 
Tunis text is then a ſubſtantial proof that the covenant of Ahra- 
ham ſtood in force, after the goſpel diſpenſation took place: Since 
this appears to be that very promiſe which Peter addrefſes to his 
hearers. And we ſee that fhat particular clauſe, which contains a 
grant of the privilege of church memberſhip to the childrea of 
God's people was not taken out, when“ Chriſt the miniſter of the 
& circumcifon confirmed by his death"the promiſes made to the 
% fatiers.” We then, and all others, whom God fhall call info 
'his church, together with our children, as the adopted childrea 
end heirs of Abraham, have an intereſt in this promiſe; are mem- 
bers of the goſpel church; and the proper ſubjeRs of chriſtian 


Were afar of; even as many as it pleaſes the Lord to call into his 


The evaſions of this proof of infants church memberſh'p and 
intereſt in the covenant, which our opponents have invented, are 
unnatural, improbable and abſurd. They would perſuade u 
© That the Promiſe here ſpoken of was not the covenant wit! 
c Abraham, but the promiſe of the pouring out of the ſpirit in 
« Joel.” But how can this be, when the apoſtle ſays that the 


prophecy of Joel foretold thoſe miraculous gifts of the ſpirit, 


ſpeaking with tongues, and propheſying, which appeared on the 
day of Pentecoſt ? Are theſe gifts promiſed to, and conferred 
upon all, whom the Lord fhall call? Beſides, T.have proved, that 
the promiſe here mentioned, 1 the covenant witn ä 
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andtill the reaſons adduced are ſhewn to be without weight, it 


is folly to ſet up an unproved aſſertion in oppoſition to them. 
But whatever the promiſe may be ſuppoſed to be, it belonged to 


Peter's hearers, and their children, as he ſays; and he holds it 


uß to them as a reaſon for their being baptized. It muſt there- 
Fore be a reaſon for the baptiſm of their children alſo. If the gift 
of the Holy Ghoſt was promiſed to them, it was to their children. 


And they were to be conſidered as ſubjects of baptiſm on ac- 


count of the promiſe 3 not becauſe the gifts of the ſpirit were 


manifeſt in them, but in order to their receiving the gift of the 


Moly Ghoſt. For it is to be obſerved, that the gift of the Holy 


Ghoſt is propoſed as the conſequence, and not the pre-requifite of 
baptiſm. „Be baptized, and ye ſnall receive the gift of the Holy 


*: Ghoſt.” 1 | | 
But to give this plea the greateſt ad vantage, let us ſuppoſe that 
the pouring out of the ſpirit in his ordinary ſanQifying mfluences 


is the matter of that -prom ſe in Joel; though Peter explains 


„ >therwiſe :. And that this is the promiſe, which he) in this text 
propoſes to his hearers, as reſpecting them and their children, 


though we haveſeen him explain himſelf otierwiſe.---Qur argu- 


ment from theſe words, would yet ſtand good. For the promiſe 
of the fanifying ſpirit being included in the bleſſing of Abra- 
ham, as the apottie plainly teaches us, in Gal. iii. 14. and it be- 
ing ſevera] times particularly promiſed to the ſeed of God's co- 
venanted people, (The Lord will circumciſe thy heart, and the 
heart of thy ſeed. Iwill pour my ſpirit on thy ſeed, &c.) We 
may kence infer, that they to whom this prom.ſe Helongs, are 


intereſted in the covenant and bleffing of Abraham, and may 
_ properly be recognized as of the church and people of God. 


Aad in the faith and hope of the accompiſhment of this pro- 


. miſe, God's covenanted people ſould degJicate their infant ſeed 


to bim, and have the token of Eis gracious covenant put upon 
em. ; \ | 
It is further ſaid, © That the children to whom the promiſe 
«© belongs, are not infants,but adults---the poſterity of the Jews.“ 
But though adults are the children of their parents, yet jnfants 
too are doubtleſs children. What warrant thed have any to deny 
that they have an intereſt in that promiſe, which is to the children 
indlefinitely, without any exception of infant? 1 
But the evaſion which is moſt ig ſiſted on, is, © That the pro- 
* miſe is reſtrained to thoſe only, whom the Lord ſhall call: 
& and infants give no evidence of their being called,” But this 
vill not bear examination. I have already fhewny that this pro- 
miſe was the covenant with Abraham, and is therefore to be ex. 
plained according to the tenor of that covenant, which included 
im and his children, and ſo many of the Geatiles as God fhould 
fromtime to time call into his church. The calling of Abraham 


as a ſufficient call to all his poſterity, to give them a viſible in. 
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tereſt in the covenant, and ſtanding inthe church, till they for- 


feited and were cut off from this privilege. The reſtraining 


clauſe, therefore, only reſpected thoſe who were not yet called 


into the church of God, and not thoſe Fews and their children 


who were then actual members and children of the covenant, 
Repentance and baptiſm, in the name of Chriſt, were required to 
prevent their being cut off from the covenant, and family of 
Abraham ; hut the promiſe-was then to them and their children, 
There is a plain reaſon why the promiſe ſhould reſpect only ſo 
many of thoſe, who are without, as the Lord ſhould call. But how 
abſurdly would the apoſtle ſpeak, according to the interpretation 
which the Antepedobaptiſts put upon his words. The promiſe 


be is to you and your children. But neither you, nor your chil- 
_& dren appear at preſent, to have any intereſt in it; and no one 


c knows, that they ever will have. Youare not to imagine that 
&* either you or your children are entitled to any privilege by ity 
« more than belongs to every man and child in the world. All 
ce that I mean is, that the promiſe will belo ig to thoſe who ſhail 
ec be called. If this Moulck prove to be the cafe with any of you, 
& or of your children, or any other perſon, then, and not till 
© then, the promiſe will be to you and them.” If this be all that 


is intended, i; had been much more plainly expreſſed by only ſay- 


in, The promiſe will be to thoſe, whom the Lord fall call.“ To 
what purpoſe is all this flouriſn of words, without meaning: 
What end can this particular meation of them, and their catldreiis 
as intereſted in the promiſe, ſerve, unleſs to perſuade them, that 
ſome ſpecial priv:lege belonged to them, while there was nothing” 
at all in it? It is either inſignificant, or fallacious; and would 
convey to the underſtanding of the hearers either no meaning, or 
a falfe one®, „ 7 5 
| | Suppoſe 


* Dr. Gill has given a moſt iniprobable and ſtrange account, 


why Peter declares the promiſe to appertain to their children, 


Says he, © Whereas they had imprecated Chriſt's blood, not only 
« upon themſelves but their poſerity, for which they were under 


te great concern; they. are told this promiſe- of falvation. by 


« Chriſt reached to them alſo, provided they repented and were 
ee baptized ; which is the reaſon that mention is made of their 
% children.” Reply to Clark. But how does it appear, that 
ricked in their hearts with great concern for 
their poſterity. hen addreſſing themſelves to the apoſtles for 


theſe Jews. were 


advice, they ſay not one word about their children: Could the: 


think there was no pardoning mercy for tieir children, upon 


their repentance, after the apoſtle had told them, that © whoſo 


«© ever ſhall call upon tlie name of the Lord, ſhall be faved?”? Af. 


ter pardon had been offered fo the/v, who had been perſonally 
coxcerned in the murder of Criſt, zo ſeruple could remain con- 
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66 Privileges of the Charch not abridzed. 


Suppoſe it were declared, that all the privileges contained in 


our fr ime of government belonged to the native ſubjects and their 


Children, and. alſo to foreigners, even as many as the government 
Mould naturalize ; and ſome one pretending to give the ſenſe of 
this declaration ſhould contend, that according to it, neither the 
native ſubjects, nor their children, had a right to any of theſe pri- 


vileges, unleis they ſhould be firſt naturalized by an act of the 


government; would he not be thought ridiculouſly abſurd? The 
adverſaries of infant church memberſhip, are equally abſurd and 
'uareaſonable, in their way of explaining the apoſtles words. 

The argument from this text we have fo long been conſidering, 
<aanot be evaded. And we miy further add, that ſince it is on 
all hands allowed to have been a great privilege of theJewiſh in- 
-fants, that they were in the covenant and church of God ; if the 
infants of chriſtians are left out of the church, as our opponents 
teach, then the goſpel church is deprived of an important privi- 
lege, which the Jewiſh church enjoyed: And its conſtitution is 
lels favourable to infants. Formerly, they were Children of the 
<ovenant, and the people of God; and as ſuch had many great and 

precious promiſes made to them, for the comfort and encourage, 
eat of their parents and them. But now, if we will hearken to 
dome men, they are all to. be ranked with the children of thoſe, 
who are ftrapgers to the covenant of promiſe, who are without 
hope, and without God in the world: And the uncovenanted 
mercy of God is the oniy ground of hope that remains for them. 
"If it were a privilege to the Jewiſh. infants to be members of the 
church of God, no good reaſon can be given, why a right of mem- 
berſhip in the church fhould not ſtill be as great a privilege to 
"the infants of chriſtians. But can we bel.eve, that the goſpel 
-q:ſpenſation has diminiſhed the privileges of the church in any 
inſtance; or that it has put any claſs of mankind; whether in- 
fants or adults, in a more diſad vantageous ſtate than before; de- 


Driving them, without any fault of theirs, of their ſtanding in the 
church of God, which is acknowledged to have been an impor- 


tant privilege ? This-ought not to he ſuppoſed, unleſs clear and 


poſitive proof of it could be produced. But no ſuch proof has 


been or can be found. Waerefore, to bring this argument to a 
point: The priviiege of church memberſhip has certainly been 
granted to the infant children of God's profeſſing people; which 
grant ſtands in force till it be revoked. Our opponents have of- 
ten been called upon to produce an authentic act of revocation, 
and the demand is. reafonable. This they cannot do. On the 
| | ' F | CONtrary, 
cerning their poſterity, whether there was hope of pardon for 
them upon their repentance. Nor had the apoſtle any occaſion 
to mention their children as intereſted in the promiſe, to eaſe 
their minds of ſuck a ſcrup's, th. hs 
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covenant privileges. 


contrary, we demonſtrate, that this grant has not been revoked, 
but is renewed, confirmed, and ratified in the goſpel. _ 

As a proper appendix to what has thus far, been diſcourſed of 
the intereſt of infauts in the church covenant, I ſhall juſt mention 
that common argument from baptiſm ſucceeding in the room 
of circumciſion; but ſhall not enlarge upon it. As infants were 
the ſubjects of circumciſion, and were recognized and marked 
as the people of God by this rite, the concluſion is very natural 
and reaſonable, that if baptiſm comes in the place of circumciſion, 


as the token of admiſſion into the church, infants are the proper 


ſub jects of this ordinance ; unleſs God has declared to the contra- 


Ty ; which can never be made to appear. It is indeed denied by 


our opponents, that baptiſm does come in the place of circumei- 


ſion. But Icannot find that they have explained themſelves diſ- 
tinctiy, how far, and in what reſpect, they mean to deny it. I 


own that baptiſm does not anſwer all the ſame purpoſes under 


the goſpel diſpenſation, that circumciſion did under the Moſaic. - 
It does not introduce the ſubjets into a national church, and 


wordly ſanctuary. It has not a typical reſpect to the Saviour to 


come. It is not a yoke of bondage, obliging to the obſervance 


of the carnal. ordinances of the law of Mofes. And our oppo- 
nents, if they will be ingenuous and reaſonable, muſt allow tnat 
baptiſm does, in many reſpects, come in the place of circumciſion. 


It anſwers fimilar ends in the goſpel church; and is of the ſame 


general ſignification; and is to be applied to the fame ſubjects, 
that is, church members; and has even the ſame name given to 
it; and upon the inſtitution of baptiſm, as an urdinance of ſtand- 
ing and univerſal obligation, circumcifſion was no longer the to- 
ken of admiſſion into the viſtble church, as it had been before. 


And this is all we mean, when we aſſert, that baptiſm: ſucceeds to 


circumcifion. | - N 
As circumciſion was the out ward token of the covenant, and 
of admiſſion into the church; ſo baptiſm is the token of church 
memberſhip, and of an intereſt in the new covenaat ; which I 


have proved, is ſubſtaatially the fame with that of Abraham, 
to which circumcifion was annexed. They are both the appoint- 
ed ſign and badge of the people of God, As circumcifion was a 
ſeal of the righteouſneſs of faith to Abraham, ſo is baptiſm to- 
chriſtians. 8 on "+ 153 | | 
Again, circumcifion and baptiſm though different in external 
rites are alike in their ſpiritual fignification. They both point- 


ed out our native corruption, and need of purification, by, an in- 
ward and ſpiritual renovation. They both ſignified cleanſing 
from the guilt and defilement of fin by the blood of Chriſt, an 
admiſſion into the church---a dedication to God, an obligation 


to walk in his commandments and ordinances, and a right to 


1. 


| Baptiſm in the Place of Circumciſion, 67 
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of the aſſertion, as it has been explained. 


4 


6 1: Baptiſm inſtead of Circumcifion. 


It is further to be obſerved, that baptiſm in the New Teſta- 
meat bears the name of the circumcifion of Chriſt, or the chciſ+ 
tian circumciſion. Col, ii. 11,12. And the apoftle calls chriſtians 
the Circumcifion, under the goſpel ; which was the common ap- 
pellation of thoſe, who had under the former diſpenſation, re- 
cei ved the token of induction into the church. A ſufficient inti- 
mation that the one takes the place of the other. | 


- id 


church memberſhip, after Chriſt ſent out his apoſtles to-preach 
and baptize in his name, when baptiſm was made the ſtanding 
rite of admiſſion into the goſpel church. | LET XL 
For theſe reaſons, we cannot but confider baptiſm as taking 
that place in the goſpel economy, in which circumciſion Rood: 
under the old diſpenſation; though we readily allow that each of 
theſe ordinances had ſome peculiar ends and fignifications, ſuited 
tothe different ſtates of the church, in which they were reſpec- 
tively in force; in reſpect of which. pecultarities they may not 
properly be parallel. And hence we argue, that ſince circum- 
ciſion and baptiſm are manifeſtly fimilar in their main ends, uſes 
and fignificancies ; infants are as proper ſubjeRs of baptiſm, as 
they were of circumcifion ;-and that the divine order for admi- 
niſtring the one ordinance to them, wartants our adminiſtring 
that other ordinance that comes in its roam. And the argu- 
ment is not only popular, but of real weight; though I do not 
e e,, . ft 
But it is objected, That the ſcriptures do not ſay, that bap- 
ec tiſm comes in the room of circumciſion.” TI anſwer, Paul's 
terming baptiſm the circumciſion of Chriſt, is a plain intimation 
to this purpoſe. And the reaſons I have adduced, which are 
grounded on the ſcripture, are a ſuficient evidence of the truth 


It is further objected, That the outward. rites are very un- 


4 Jiks.” But I can ſee no weight in this. The different Rates 


of the church under. the Old and New Teſtament might require 


this difference of outward ad miniſtration reſpecting the initiating 


r V 5 
It is further objected, “ That the ſubjecte of baptiſm and cir- 


* cumcition were different. Circumcifion was to be adminiſtred 
e only to males, baptiſm to both ſexes.” I anſwer. The circumci- 


fion of the males was the appointed token of church memberſhip: 
to the people of God of both ſexes. The females were account- 
ed of the circumciſion ; and were admitted to the holy — 9 
nances which were interdicted to the uncircumciſed and unclean}. 
It is objeQted again, © That baptiſm was in uſe and force before 
« circumcifion was aboliſhed.” I anſwer. Though baptiſt 
was adminiſtred by John, and the diſciples of Chriſt; a ſhort tire 
before circumciſion was aboliſhed, yet this no more proves that 
the former ſucceeds not ia the room of the latter, than Solo- 


mon's 


Accordingly, circumcifion ceaſed to be longer the token of 
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mon's reigning with his father a ſhort time, is a proof that he did 


not ſucceed and reign in his ſtead. But though baptiſm was in 


uſe before, it was not fully eſtabliſhed as the rite of induction into 
the church, till the m ſſi on of the apoſtles; after which, circum- 
ciſion was no longer required for that purpoſe, as it had been be- 
fore; though for other reaſons it continued in uſe among the be- 
lieving Jews ſome years longer. e | | 
It is further inquired, © What need there was that thoſe who 
ec had been circumciſed ſhould be baptized, if they are both ordi- 
c nances of the ſame uſe and fignificancy “ I anſwer, It was the 
wilt of Chriſt, that all his diſciples ſhould receive the new token 
and badge of churca memberſhip, although they had been admit- 
ted members of the Old Teſtament church. And ſuch as would 
not recognize themſelves as his diſci ples, were to be rejected, and 
unchurched, and be as branches broken off by their unbelief. 
Their circumc ſion became uncircumcifion, and the token of 


their being the people of God became null and void. 


But theſe things I paſs over briefly. For, though I think they 
are well worthy of confideration, yet they may not be of ſo much 
importance in the main argument, as many have been apt to ſup- 


-poſe----But after all, ſome may think the doftrine we plead for 
will involve us in an uaſurmountable difficulty. For, it may be 


ſ\1id, © the new covenant contains a grant, not only of external 


ce privileges, but of all ſpiritual and ſaving bleffings ; and ſo muſt 


& ſecure eternal Salvation to all that have an intereſt in it. Bat 
te can we think that all the ſeed of viſible or real believers will be 
ce finally ſaved? And to ſay that the covenant grant is condition- 


« al, if chey perform the duties required on their part, will nog 


« help the matter. For if ſuch a conditionalgrant be all, this is 
© not peculiar to the ſeed of believers, but the ſame conditional 


ce pro miſe is made to all mankind. And befides, it is to be re- 
«© membred that whatever conditions may be ſuppoſed in the 
© new covenant grant, there is an effectual proviſion made in the 
«© promiſe of all that grace that is needful to work in us to will 


« and to do whatever is required of us in order to ſalvation.” So 


ee that ſtill the ſalvation of thoſe who are intereſted in the cove- 


« naat, ſeems to be as ſure and table as the covenant itſelf.” 
In anſwer to this objeRion, I would ſay, that the new cove- 


venant does indeed contain a grant of all ſaving bleſſings to be- 
levers and their ſeed, but with this difference; All true heliev- 


ers have a firm prom ſe of all ſaving bleſſings for themſelves, 


whereby eternal ſalvation is ſecured to them. The ſame bleſſ- 


ings are indefinitely promiſed to their children. That is, taough 


it be not promiſed that all the children of believers ſhall have that 


grace conferred on them, which fall iffue in their eternal ſalva- 
tion, yet it is an article of the new covenant, that © God will pour 
« out. his ſpirit on the ſeed of his covenanted people, and his 
© bleſſing oa their offspring 3 by means of which, they. ſhall | 
| | 1 | F ſpring 


A 


Fo A Anſwer to the principal Odjefion. SS, 


cc ſpring up -asthe graſs : And that he will circumciſe the heart ol 


se of their ſeed to fear and love the Lord.” Many ether pro- 1 
miſes there are to the ſame purpoſe ; which may ſerve as a foun- Fe 


dation of a ſure hope to them, that ſome, yea many of their chil- 
dren, ſhall ſhare w'th them in all the bleſſings of the new cove- a0 


4 nant. Theſe promiſes are made Eſpecially and in a diſtinguiſfi- oy 
5 ing manner to the children of God's people; and they will nave = 
Y. + their full accompliſhmeat in the ſalvation of many of them. If L 

it had only been promiſed, that God would pour out nis ſpirit F 
c upon ſome of the children of men, this would give no peculiar 1 
q ground of hope, to a believer, reſpeRing the ſalvation of his chil- 
= dren. For thoſe who are in and out of the church, are alike chil- 


= dren of men.. But the promiſe, being to them and their children, 
s brings the bleſſings of ſalvation home to their houſe. God ma 
extend his uncovenanted mercy to the heathen, and the families 
that call not on his name. But he has not engaged himſelf hy 2 
© covenant promiſe to do this tor them, as he has to vouchſafe tnis 
| Gleflfing to the children of his, own people. Accordingly, the 
apoſtle tells the jailor, that if he believed on the Lord Jeſus 
hriſt, he ſhould be ſaved, and his houſe ; which implies, that 
7 2 at leaſt, if not all his family, ſnould ſhare with him in this 
bleſſing. „ 171 0 
And ſurely it ought to be accounted a great thing, to have the 
bleſſings of the covenant indefinitely promiſed to dur children, 
and have them pointed out as thoſe for whom, in particular, 
. God deſigns his-ſpecial favour. And. accordingly the ſucceſſion 
of the church has ordinarily been contiauel in the. fatailies of 
- God's people.“ They are the ſeed of the bleſſed of the Lord, and 
their children after them.” They have peculiar enconrage- 
ment to pray for their children, and to bring them up in tits 


£-- 


= . - Nurture and admonition of the Lord, in hopes that a ſpecial blell- 
ww 4 ing will follow their endeavours. And ſuch children have ſpe- 
1 cial encouragement to ſeek the God of their fathers, „Who hath 


not ſaid to the ſeed of Jacob, ſeek ye me in vain.” = | 

Now, ſuch is the effect of this gracious promiſe to the children 

f of the. covenant, that according to the ordinance and appointment 

= of God, all ſuch children are, in the account of the church; mem- 
_ Fa bers of Chriſt's myſtical body, and heirs of ſalvation; and pat- 
_ . ticularly are to be admitted into the church by baptiſm, in like 
manner as adults are upon a profeſſion of faith. And though the 

j ; grace of the new covenant promiſed to the children of believes 

| indefinitely, may not be ſavingly applied to all of them, yet it is 

| certain that ſome, yea many (no one knows how many) ſhall be 
| made the ſubjeAs of it. And as all of them have viſibly an equil 


=_ a intereſt in the covenant, it is the will of God that they all ſhould, 
=. without diſtinction, enjoy the ſame privilege of church member: 
( | _ ſhip; and that their being childrerr of-the covenant ſhould be ta- 


© © ken as a ſufficient recommendation of them to the communion of 
: | | the 
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the church, and be accounted as valid and ſatisfactory an evidence 


of their being tue people of God, as a profeſſion of faith is on be- 
And if ſuch children ſhould die in. infancy, : 


half of an adult. | | | 
their intereſt in the Covenant is a good ground on which we be- 


lieve they will be eternally ſa ed. And while they lives they are, 


Ks, 


according to the goſpel rule, the ſubjects of ci.urch privileges and 


ordinances, as far and as ſoon as they are Capable of, and aQtually 


meet for them. 


To theſe ſcriptural arguments in favour of infant church mem 


berſhip I ſhall add another conſideration, which ſeems to me to 
have great weight. 985 FP | 


The Jews certainly knew that their infants had an, intereſt in the 
covenant of Abraham, and had always been acknowledged, re- 


— 


ceived, and recognized by circumciſion, as being of the church 
and people of God. If the apoſiles had taught that infants were 


no longer to have an intereſt in God's covenant, or be members 
of the church, or receive any token of tf eir being the people of 


God; the doctrine muft have been new, ſtrange, very ſhocking, 
and offenſive to the Jews. They muſt certainly have taken no- 
tice of it, and been greatly diſpleaſed at it. They oppoſed the a- 
poſtles with all their might, and did all in their power to render 
them odious, and ſet the people againſt them and their new doc- 
trine. They were ready to take offence, and wanted neither 
wit nor will to lay hold of and exapperate a plauſible and f opular 
objection. Such an objeQion they would have had, if the apo- 


files had denied that their children were to be church members 


any longer. They would not have borne ſuch a doUrine, which 
declared all their children excommunicated and cut off from the 
kingdom and people of the Lord, and to have no part in him; but 
would certainly have urged the objection with a vehemence. 
And the apoſtles muſt haveſeen, that it highly concerned them ta 
anſwer the objection, and take up ſo dangerous a ſtumbling block, 
if their doarine had given ſo obvious and fair a handle to their e- 
newies againſt tem. But we have no hint ,in the New Tefta- 
ment, or any author, Jewim, Chriſtian, or Heathen, that e er I 
could find or learn, that the Jews ever made any. ſuch objection to 
the apoſtles, or their deQrine ; or that the apoſiles ever attempt- 


ed either to obviate or filence it, or ſaid one word about it: Which 


is certainly a moſt violent preſumption, and may almoſt paſs for 
plenary evidence, that the apoſtles d d not, by tenying thech urch 
memberſiip of infants, furniſh an obvious occaſion and ground 
for y ſuch objeRion. [SY 

I fill mention but one argument more, grounded upon the 
Hiſtory of Infant Baptiſm, and the practice of the church from the 
apoſtolic age, according to the teſtimony of the earlieſt writers. 
Tre fad, in ſhort is found to ſtand thus: 1. That the validity 
and lawfnlneſs of infant haptiſm appears not to have ever been 
denied by any chriſtians till about the year 1130; and then * 7 
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by one Peter de Bruis in France, with his followers, a ſmall ſect, 
which held withal, that no infants were ſaved, and ders other 


| groſs errors, as hiſtorians report. It ſoon dwindled to nothing. 


After which, there cannot be found a fingle inſtance, well vouch- 


of a perſon oppoſing infant baptiſm (except ſuch as denied 


water baptiſm) till the Anabaptiſts ſprang up en Germany about 
250 years ago. Tothis purpoſe we have the teſtimony of Doctor 
Wall, a learned, diligent and taithful writer on the ſubject, in 
his Hiſtory of Infant Baptiſm: Theſe are his words „For the 


« firſt 400 years there appears only one man, Tertullian, that 
« adviſed the delay of infant baptiſm in ſome caſes, and one Gre- 

ct gory that did perhaps practiſe ſuch delay in the caſe of his chil- 
« d ren; but no ſociety fo thinking, or ſo practiſing; nor no one 


c man ſaying that it was unlawful to baptize infants. In the 
« next 700 years, there is not ſo much as one man to be found, 


« that either ſpoke for, or praiſed ſuch delay, but all the con- 


« trary. And when about the year 1130, one ſect among the 
« Waldenſes declared againſt the baptizing of infants, as being 
4 jncapable of ſal vation, the main body of that people rejected 
« their opinion : and they of them that held that opinion, quick- 
« ]y dwindled away and d ſap peared; there being no more heard 
ce of holding that tenet, till the —_ of the German Antepedobap- 
ce tiſts, in the year 15322.” Thus far Dr. Wall. To this our opponents 
have hitherto found nothing to oppoſe, worthy of credit, except 
| ſome teſtimonies to the practice of baptizing adults; wh ch are 


nothing to the purpoſe ; ſince no one doubts that unbaptized a- 


dults, as well as infants, are the ſubjects of baptiſm. Or if any 
have been found ſpeaking againſt the baptiſm of infants, they 
have appeared to he ſuch as were againſt all water baptiſm. 


2: On the other hand, we have the expreſs teſtimony of the 


learned Chriſtian writers, who lived within one, two, and three 
hundred years of the apoſtles, that infant baptiſm was not only 
then commonly practiſed in the church, but had deen received 
and practiſed from the apoſtles; and that none were known of, 
among all the numerous ſe&s of Chriſtians, pretending to deny it. 

The teſtimonies of the fathers ta this purpoſe, are commonly 
known by thoſe who are moderately veried in this controverly. 
Juftin Martyr, who wrote about 40 years after the apoſtles, men- 
tions expreſsly ſome aged Chriſtians, who were made diſciples in, 


or from their mfancy. And though he mentions not their infant 
baptiſm, his words fairly imply it. Fur if they were made diſci- 


ples in infancy, they were doubtleſs the ſubigtts of baptiſm. Ire- 


neus, who is ſaid to have been born in the apoſtolic age, mentions 


the baptiſm of infants. He calls it, indeed, their regeneration ;--- 
but ſo baptiſm was commonly termed by the ancient fathers, as all 
who are verſed in their writings know and acknowledge. Tertullian 


who lived within x00. years of the apoſtles, ſpeaks of the bap- 


tizing of infants as a practice of the church; but adviſes 5 K ws 
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delay of it, except in caſes of neceflity ;though he has nothing to ſay 
againſt the validity and lawfulneſs of it. He adviſes alſo the de- 
lay of baptiſm to adults, till they were married, or confirmed in 
continency. Thovgh he was ſingular and whimſical in his opi- 
nion, yet he may well be admitted as a credible witneſs that infant 
baptiſm was a common practice in the church at that time. And 
this is all the uſe we mean to make of any of the teſtimonies we 
ſhall produce. i ; +65 32260 | 
Origen, who alſo lived within 100 years of the apoſtles, and 
who was one of the moſt learned and knowing men of the age, de- 
clares, that infants are, by the uſage of the church, baptized for 
the forgiveneſs of fin. And that an order for the baptizing in- 


fants, had been delivered to the church, from the apoſtles, who 


knew that the pollution of fin is in all &. 


held about 150 years after the apoſtles, it was debated, whether 
it would not be proper to delay the baptizing of infants, till the 
eighth day, according to the law of circumciſion. | Note, it ap- 
pears they conſidered baptiſm as coming in the rcom of circum» 
cifion. ] They were unanimouſly of opinion, that there was no rea- 
ſon for any ſuch delay. | 


Paſſing over divers other teſtimonies as expreſs as can be de- 


ſired, I ſhall only add that of Auguſtine, about 300 years after the 
. % T1671 its arte _ Apoſtles; 
*A late writer, in defence of infant baptiſm, quoting this teſti- 
mony of Origen, aſcribes it, by miſtake, to Irenzus. 


ter with forgery ; ſays there is no ſuch paſſage in Irer@us ; defies 
the whole literary world to produce or point out any ſuch paſſage 


in him, and exclaims, What a wretched cauſe muſt infant 


« baptiſm be, to require ſuch management as this !” Which de- 
claration of the Doctor has been quoted by a pamphlet writer a- 
mong ourſelves (Mr. H. S.) to diſcredit the accounts given of the 


antiquity.of infant baptifm. It ſeems, therefore fit, that this mat- 


ter beſetin a true light, for the ſatisfaction of ſuch as may need 
information. 1 e 11 1.7 LS | 

It is true, this writer was miſtaken in aſcribing this paſſage to Is 
renæus; and the Doctor had. a right to correct this flip of his me- 
mory. It was not Irenæus, but it was Origen, who lived within 
100 years of the apoſtles, that ſays © The church received a tra- 
« dition or order from the apoſtles to adminiſter baptiſm to in- 
& fants.” This the Doctor knew: and his breaking out inifſuch a 
pedantic, abuſive, villifying ſtrain, upon occaſion of a miſtake of 
ſo little importance, and the ſcurxilous inſult he offers, not only to 
the writer, but to the cauſe itſelfbfalfant baptiſm, muſt Rand ag 
anignominious ſample and monument of diſingenuity, inſolence 
a G | 


3 who lived but little more than 100 years after the 
es, gives as ſull a teſtimony as poſſi ble to the practice of in- 
fant baptiſm at the time he lived. At a council of 66 miniſters, 


| Dr. Gill, 
obſerving the miſtake, bluſters at a ſtrange rate; charges the wri- 
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apoſtles; who declares that infant baptiſm had been ever 
where conſtantly practiſed in the church, ever ſince the a poſtles. 
And diſputing againſt Pelagius and his followers, who denied ori- 
gmal fn, he urges the baptiſm of infants as an argument, that they 
were ſubject to the guilt and defilement of it. And his antage- 
niſts, though hard preffed with the argument, are ſo far from 
calling the right of infant baptiſm in queſtion, that they acknow- 


ledge that they knew not, nor ever heard, that it was denied by 


any. A remarkable teſtimony, as coming from perſons of emi- 


nent learning and abilities, who had tra velled over a great part 


of Chriſtendom, and ſo had the beſt opportunity of getting the 


moſt certain information, and would at once have got rid of a 


moſt troubleſome objection againſt” their tenet, if they could have 


invalidated the authority of infant baptiſm. 


Upon the whole, that infant baptiſm has been received and 


practiſed in the ancient church ever fince the apoftles is atteſt- 
ed by all antiquity, and denied by no one ancient writer. The 
fathers could not be ignorant what the practice of the church was 
in a caſe ſo notorious as this muſt have been. If their truth may 


be relied upon, it is an undeniable fact, that infant baptiſm has 
obtained ever fince the apoſtles, and was delivered by them to 


the church,-- -The great Calvin, therefore declares roundly, 
te that they who ſcatter it abroad among the fimple vulgar, that 


& infant baptiſm was for many years unknown in the church, 


«lie moſt foully : (fediflime mentiuntur) ance the moſt ancient 
6 writers reier its original to the times of the apoſties*.”7 
The exceptions of the contrary party have often beer. obviated. 


1. They object the fewneſs of the teſtimonies” in favor of in- 


fant baptiſm in the early ages of the church : which is nothing 
ſtrange if their was a univerſal agreement in ſentiment and prac- 
tice in this matter, as appears to have been the caſe ; and when 
it is conſidered, that but few of the writings of the ancient fathers 


are come down to us, and that ſuch of them as we have are upon 

ſuch ſubjects, as did not lead them to ſay much of it. But if they 

ſpeak but ſparingly for infant baptiſm, they ſay Wars. againſt 
u 


it, except Tertullian; wao yet objects not to the lawfulneſs or 


validity of it, and even allows its expediency in ſome caſes. 2. 
They tyrmiſe, that ſome of the teſtimonies are not genuine; the 


credit of which have been ſufficiently vindicated. Beſides this, 


they have little or nothing to alledge, except arbitrary guefles, 


U 


and ſuppoſais, not worth repeating. 


Now, as the practice of the church was doubtleſs uniform at | 
Frſt in this paint, and continued ſo as long as the apoſiles lived; 
if iafants were not baptized during the apoſtolic age (which con- 


tinned about 50 years after our Sa viour's aſcenfſion) it is incredi- 
ble that the church ſnould ſo ſoon, and ſo univerſally depart 
from the rule and order, which had been delivered to, and un- 


vertally . 


* « Infit. Lb. 4 Cap. 16 Sect. 8, 32 
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verſally received by them. But if any ſuch ſtriking and notori- 1 
dus innpvation as our. opponents ſuppoſe to have taken place, # 
gd Been moves for ir is ſurely beyond all belief, that it ſhould > 
be agreed to every where, and not one individual proteſt againſt if 
it for more than 11 00 years; in which time, there were ſo many 1 
oppoſite parties and fations among profeſſed chriftians, who 1 
were endeavouring to ruin the credit of each other. He muſt be bl 
7 norgut of hyman nature, that can entertain ſo extravagant a i 

| t ; ught.. ; aj as leg 7 5 1 1 31 15 5 HEE 8 iy 

9 Will conctode this argument, and our whole plea, with one \ 
remark more. If infant aptiſm be a meer human invention, of 
nd validity, as our opponents pretend, it is utterly incredible that jt 
Chriſt, «„ who has promiſed to be with his Church to the end of bY 

the world, ſhould ſuffer it to be ſo long, and fo univerſally re- 93 
cei ved in the church; and that he ſhould not in more than 1000 1 


' years 1 wp one witneſs, to bear teſtimony againſt ſo great a 
corruption of his ordinance, as readers it abſolutely void, and of 
no effect. Can we ſu ppoſe that Chriſt had no true church all this 
time; or that the'baptiſm adminiſtred in it was no divine ordi- 
' nance? How incredible is it, and how diſhonourable to Chriſt, 
the” Head'and King af the churth, to ſuppoſe that he ſo neglected 
its intereſts, as to permit a human invention to take theplace of his 
holy ordinance, and that therefi>uld not be found one Chriſtian 
focſety, nor fo much as one Chriſtian in the world, to witneſs a- 
gainſt fuch preſumption ? Can it poſſibly be imagined, that a- 
mong ſo many ſiints, confeffors, and 'martyrs, who lived in all 


infant baptiſm, if it Was a mere nullity, as ſome would perſuade 
us - Surely Chriſt has never ſuffered, nor will ſuffer the gates of 
hell ,to prevail againſt his church, at this rate-=-And if we could 


the true Chriſtian baptifm, ho one knows when, or how; yet the 
German Auahaptiſts were the moſt unlikely men in the world to 
be employed by Chriſt as the inſtruments of reforming and re- 
ſtoring his negl=Xed, or loſt ordinances; men whoſe opinions and 
practices were Ne 2v AR; as none will, at this day, attempt 
t6 vindicate ; aß wn kerd to have been as manifeſtly aftuated 
by the devi, as dy that we have ever had account d-. 

Let us flow recapitiilate what has been thus far diſcourſed on 


this den. 1 is granted that alltboſe who are members of 
the viſible church, are the proper ſubjects of baptiſm. And it ap- 


F that the infants of church members, are alſo of the church. 
For Chrift hasſaid, That of ſuch is the kingdom of heaven,” which 
is the church. Anthe has blelſed them with impoſition of hands, 


which js a religiqus rite, and wy ſacred communion, which has 


never been adminiftred to any but the viſible people of God. 


Chriſt has declared that they are to be received in his name, as be- 


longing to him, or of his church. They are expreſſly called diſ- 
c ples: and the apoſtles were authorized and inſtructed by their 
1 9 commiſſion 
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© commiſſion, to diſciple and baptize them, as well as adults. Paul 
ſays, that the children of believers are holy 3, but none are ever 
called holy, but ſuch as are of right church members. They have 
- an intereſt in the coyenant with ther parents. The covenant with 
Abraham wies to him and his children in their generations. This 
was the new and everlaſting covenant, by which the church was 
formed at firſt, and under which it has continued, though with a 
difference of external, ad miniſtration, from the beginning to this 


day. It was not that old covenant which has been aboliſhed ; but 


it was confirmed of God in Chriſt; who, as the miniſter of the cir- 
* camcifion, confirmed the promiſes made to the fathers. It con- 
tained the ſubſtance of the goſpel, which was in it preached unto 
Abraham. The bleſſing of this covenant is come upon the Gen- 
tiles; who are the adopted children of Abraham, and his heirs 
according to the promiſe, entitled to the privileges of his cove- 
nant for tlemſelves and their children. They are ingrafted 
branches of the ſame olive, the church from which the unbeliev- 
ing Jews, the natural branches were broken. off by unbelief: 

which could be no other than that church Which had been form- 
ed by the Abrahamic covenant; which church, therefore, was 
not diſſolved ; and which covenant was not diſanulled by the 
goſpel; nor are the children of God's co venanted people depriy- 

ed of their intereſt and ſtanding therein. But the promiſe till 
continues to them and their children, and to thoſe who are at 
- preſent. afar off, that is, to ſo. many of them as the Lord ſhall call 
into his church; into the family of Abraham, who is thus made 
the father of many nations; even. of all thoſe of, every nation 
who are added to the church. Theſe therefore, having an inte- 
reſt in the covenant, are of the church. Both parents and chil- 
. dren, are accordingly the proper ſubjects of baptiſm, the initi- 
. ating rite or token of admiſſion into the goſpel church, inſtead 
of ciicumciſion, which had been en joined and practiſed under the 
former diſpenſation. And it is a great confirmation of the church 
,memberſhip of infants under the goſpel, that the Jews never ob- 
Jected to the chriſtians, that their doctrine deprived their chil- 
dren of the privilege of being in the covenant and church of God ; 
nor did the apoſtles, or any of the chriſtians, ever attempt to 
'anſwer any ſuch objetiona. Beſides, it is atteſted by the ancient 
fathers, who lived ſoon after the apoſiles, that infant baptiſm 

| had been received and practiſed in the church all along as an 


apoſtolic inſtitution; and it does not appear that the lawfulneſs 


of it was called in queſtion by any one for more than 1000 years. 
All theſe things being conſidered, the evidence of the divine right 

of infant baptiſm is, I think, clear and full, and ſufficient to put 
the matter bey ond all rational doulbtte. 


{ ©. 
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W are now to conſider the objetlions, 4 


And the firſt is, © that there is no command in ſcripture for 
bc baptizing. infants, nor can it be proved, that the apoſtles bap- 4 


e tized any ſuch. We have expreſs accounts of the baptiſm of 18 
% menand women; but that infants were, or ought to be admit- it 

ue ted as ſubjeQs of this ordinance, the ſcripture ſaith not. How {0 
can this be a divine ordinance, when there is neither precept 2 | 


bc nor precedent for it ?? | i 

I Qandwer, If it any way appears from the ſcripture, that infants 
| are ſubjects of baptiſm, it matters not whether this doctrine be 
Zrounded on an expreſs precept or example, or whether it be 
ä taught in ſome other way. Is it not preſumption for us to ſay, 

that we will not believe this to be the mind of Chriſt, unleſs he 
has revealed it in the particular way that we may pitch upon? 
The queſtion ſhould be, whether we can find, or gather from the” 
(criptures any Sufficient evidence, that infants are to be baptize1. 
If the reaſons on which our doctrine and practice is grounded, be 
3 and concluſive, we ought to acquieſce in them. It never can 


2 - 


* be proved, either by ſcripture or reaſon, that conſequential exi- 
5 dence is inſufficient to determine our judgment, and practice, in 
matters of religion; or that every part of God's revealed will is 
[ delivered in expreſs propoſitions. | 1 2H - 
t Since the ſcriptures plainly acknowledge and aſſert the mem - 
[ berſhip of infants in the goſpel church, that they are of the 
2 number of Chriſt's diſciples, that they are holy, and have an in- 
1 tereſt in God's gracious covenant ; and ſince it is owned by all, 
. that, according to the order and rule of the goſpel, all thoſe wao 
* are viſibly of the church, diſciples, holy, and in the covenant, are 
{6 the proper ſubſets of baptiſm : the conſequence is clear, that in- 
d fants are to be baptized. Aud this is equivalent to an expreſs or- 
e der herefor. It is as plain and valid a watrant, though it be con- 
h ſequential, as an expreſs order would be. yy 

15 We have alſo ſuch precedents in favour of our practice, as, 
|= though they may be cavilled at, muſt, I think, be of great weight 
5 with every unbiaſſed man; precedents which ſeem to render it 
O morally certain, that infant baptiſm was practiſed by the apoſ- 
it Hes. Three whole families we read of, who were baptized. Tf 
n there were any children under the age of diſcretion, in any of 
N theſe families, they were certainly admitted. Now, though it be 
s not ſaid whether there were any ſuch children, yet it can ſcarce 
S bs doubted that there were, when the following circumTances are 
it well confidered. 1. If we ſhould take three families among us, 
it promiſcuouſly, I ſuppoſe the probability would be, at leaſt, fifty 
3 to one, that there would be young children in ſome of them. 
{ 2. It is not (aid, or intimated, that there were no ſuch children in 
I theſe families. But if it had been the caſe that there were no chil- 
| daen in theſe houſes, and if children ought not to be baptized, 
N = 63 tthete 
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58 Examples of Houſhold Baptiſm: 


there was great reaſon ar d neceſſity that ſo important and un- 
common a circumſtance ſhould be mentioned, to prevent a 


dangerous miſtake, which theſe accounts, left as they ſtand, would 
naturally lead men into. For the baptiſm of theſe families would 


naturally be confidered as precedents for baptizing other fami- 


0; 1 . 


1 „Mes. 


lie ved, and thereupon was baptized with all the houſe. 
on the authority of theſe precedents of family baptiſm, in con- 


_-» derſiood, and all agreed in. 


lies, in which there were infants. And as the conſtant and known 


pfactice of the church for thouſands of years, and the declarations 
- of Chriſt and his apoſtles, were in favour of infant church mem- 
berſhip; how reaſonable muſt it needs appear to practiſe houſ- 


hold baptiſm, unleſs it were plainly teſtified and guarded againſt ? 
In ſhort, we have expreſs precedents, or examples, if not of infant 
baptiſm, yet of houſhold baptiſm, infants not excepted ; and 
that too upon the faith or profeſſion of the head of the family. 


For it is to be carefully noted, that in theſe accounts it is not ſaid, 


or intimated, that all in thee families were baptized on a perſon- 


al profeſſien of faith; but only, that the head of the family be- 
And up- 


Junction with the other grounds which have been mentioned, we 
aſſert and claim the right of houſhold baptiſm, on behalf of the 
"Families of believers, infants not excepted. And we challenge 
* thoſe who will not admit them, to produce an authentic order or 


: pr2cedent for this their refuſal. 


As the goſpel, though it has changed the initiating ſacrament, 
continues infants in the ſame ſtanding in the church, which it was 
well known they had had all along; it is nothing ſtrange that we 
: have not more expreſs orders and precedents tonching infant 
* baptiſm. What need of new precepts and examples, to aſcertain 
- a point, which had in effect been long ſince ſettled; which all un- 
But how infinitely ſtrange would it 
be, if infants, who had from the beginning been of the church, by 
the appointment of God, and the ſubjeQs of the initiating ordi- 


'*: nance, ſhould be caſt out of the church, and cut off from the peo- 


le of God, without any order or precedent for it in ſcripture ? 


And yet this we muſt believe, if we deny their church member- 


ſhip and baptiſm, For certainly their is neither order or prece- 
Lgent for excluding them from the church, or from the initiating. 


If the apofiles had refuſed to admit infants into the goſpel 


">Church by baptiſm, we thould, without all peradveature, have 


Had a plain order not to receive them. The caſe was ſuch as 
*amuſt, in all reaſon, have required it. 


Such a great and import- 
nt change in the conſtitution of the church, as would cut off a 
Fteat part of thoſe who had always been acknowledged to be in 
the church and covenant of God, muſt have ſeemed ſtrange to the 


Jewiſh converts; who would naturally have expected that their 

children were ftill to be received with them, as heretofore; and 

would, accordingly, have moved te have them baptized; as the 

Ancient Je wiſh writers atteſt was commonly practiſed at the 3d- 
| miſflon 


No Order againſt admitting Infants _ 79 


miſſion of proſelytes. At leaſt, they would have enquired, whe- 
ther the goſpel church admitted infants as well as adult believ- 
ers; which muſt have given occafion for a plain and expreſs de- 
termination of the point, if ſo great and ftriking an innovation 
was to be eſtabliſhed. - And it would be of great neceſſity that 
- ſuch a decree ſhould be promulgated and recorded, as a ſtanding 
rule or canon, to be obſerved by all the churches. But nothing 
like this appears in any writings, ſacred or profane. We may 
therefore retort the argument upon our adverſaries thus: Since 
| infants. had always been received as church members, by the ini- 
tiating rite, they who refuſe ſtill to receive them, ought to be a- 
ble to produce plain orders or precedents for this their refuſal : 
which fince they cannet do, we conclude that the right of church 
2 ſtill belongs to them, and that they are ſubjects of 
aptiſm. 8 N i... 7 8 
There was not that occaſion for an expreſs mention of the bap- 
tiſm of infants, as of women: for as women had hitherto been 
admitted to the privileges of church memberſhip, without being 
circumciſed, it might well be doubted, whether baptiſm, - the ſa- 
crament of admifon-ints the goſpel church, was to be admi- 
niſtred to females. . To remove this ſcruple, we have expreſs pre- 
cedents of female baptiſm ; ſhewing that perſons of either ſex are 
alike proper ſubjects of this ordinance. But there was no room 
to doubt, whether the token of church memberſhip. were. to be 
applied to infants; nor had it ever been called in queſtion And 
yet the New Teſtament furniſhes clear proofs that they are mem- 
bers of the goſpel church; and expreſs precedents of houſhold 
baptiſm, without exception of infants; as has been ſhewn; nor is 
there any thing of weight to be urged againſt it. „ 
It, after all that has been ſaid, the want of more expreſs orders 
or precedents for infant baptiſm ſtick as a ſcruple in the minds of 
any, let the following confiderations be added to what has been 
5 ſaid. 1. Is it not as ſtrange, and more ſo, that we have but one 
| expreſs example of infant circumcifion, in all the Old Teſtament, 
and not one among the Iſraelites? And yet no doubt, it was 
practiſed every day. Is it not ſtrange, that there is neither ex- 
preſs precept nor example, in the New Teſtament, of women's 
coming to the Lord's ſupper? And yet no doubt, they did ſo. 
commonly. Jeſns, it ſeems, baptized more diſciples than John. 
John iv. 1. Is it not ſtrange, that none of the writers of the New 
Teſtament, except John, give the leaſt hint that he baptized at all, 
though John's baptizingꝑ is often mentioned by almoſt all of them? 
Theſe inſtances may ſhew, how little ſuch a negative argument 
is to be depended on in the preſent caſe. 2. Is it not a manifeſt _ j 
ſign of prejudice, and an unfair mind, to think there is no ſuffici- : 
ent warrant for infant baptiſm, unleſs there be expreſs orders or a 
precedents for it; and yet refuſe to receive infants as of the 77a 
church, though there be neither precept nor precedent to war- 4 
rant or juſtify our re uſi ig them that privilege; with which they. | 
; 5 | Were 
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8d The Adverſaries Unreaſonable. and Partial. 


Feere inveſted by God, and held it without diſpute thouſands of 

1 Is not this to ſtrain at a gnat, and ſwallow a camel? 3. 
Does it become us to diſregard, and refuſe to admit ſuch evidence 
as muſt be acknowledged to be of weight, and ſtand cavilling, 
that the caſe might have been made plainer ? I grant it might, if 
"God had pleaſed. And ſo might many other truths, which yet 
Our opponents muſt own, 
that if infant baptiſm be contrary to the mind of Chriſt, this 
.would have been much — had there been an expreſs order 


we have ſufficient reaſon to believe. 


againſt it; and much diſpute and trouble would have been pre- 
vented. The caſe is left juſt as plain as Chriſt has thought fit it 


mould be. And it belongs not to us to objeR; that the evidence is 
not ſuch as we ſhould like beſt; hut to enquire ſerioufly, humbly, 


and prayerfully, what is truth; and thankfully to cle 
upon any good evidence of it that we can find. 4. I. et: me aſk the 
objector, What he would have? What proof would ſatisfy him? 


Would it give ſatisfaction, if the order had run thus: “ Go teach 


r all nations, baptizing them, and their children?“ You could 


as eafily and fairly evade this, as you do the expreſs proofs we 


bring of infant church memberſnip. Chriſt ſays 'expreſsly, that 
the Kingdom of heaven is, or conſiſts of little children; and it is 
not denied, that the kingdom of heaven is the church ; yet we are 
told, thattheſe little children, which are of the church, are not 
infants, but adults, reſembling little children in humility. The 
apoſtle ſays expreſsly, that the children of believers are Ho- 
75 A character never once given in ſcripture to any but church 
members: yet this avails nothing. A new ſenſe, unknown in the 
ſcriptures, is invented, and put upon the word, though it makes 
nonſenſe of the text. We bring expreſs ſcripture to prove, that 
the, promiſe is to the children, as well as the parents; that be- 
Hevers are accounted the children and heirs'of Abraham, accord. 
| mg to the promiſe ; and that his bleffiug is come upon the Gen- 

tiles: And the right of church memberſhip for his natural poſte- 
rity, was certainly one article of this bleffing. Yet our opponents 
80 on © wriggling and wrangling,” againſt all this evidence, up- 

n no better foundation than their own arbitrary con jectures and 
hypothefis. While men are in this humour, what confidence can 
we have, that, if there had been an expreſs order for infant hap- 
tiſm, they would not ſet their inventions to work to explain 
it away? And we might be told, that the children to be baptized 

are ſuch as are cap ble of profeſſing faith; or that they are ſuch 


as reſemble infants in humility ; or that they are ſpiritual children, 


who imitate the faith of the firſt converts; or that they are to be 
baptized after they have been firft taught, and have given evi- 
dence of their effectual calling, &c. In ſhort, a fair and honeſt 
mind will embrace the truth upon any ſufficient proof, whether 
direct or conſequential. But when the integrity of the mind is 
corrupted and diſtorted, by prejudices, and fondneſs for particu- 
lar ſchemes, the light that is in men becomes darkneſs; and ao 
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5 — 7 whatever. I have conſidered this objettion the more 
largely, becanſe, though it has really no weight in it, yet it is apt 


ple right thereto. The allegation in the objectionis, indeed, moſt | 

' unfeaſdhable* but if we ſhould admit it, for argument ſake; the 4 

church memberſhip of infants being proved, their right to bap- | 

tiſm is undeniable; as long as it is allowed: that all church mem- 4 
fragt” 1984 p 


bers are the proper ſubjetts'of baptiſm. reer, 
Another principal objection is, that “ according to the goſpel bs 
«order, faith and repentauce, or at leaſt a credible profeſſidn A 
e thereof, are required of all previouſly or in order to their being f 1 
e baptized: The apoſtles were firſt to teach thoſe whom they 
le e baptized. ' Mat. xxvii. 19. Chriſt puts belſeving before ba - 
<a \ 6 tifm, when, be ſays, * He that believeth, and is baptized, : ſhall f 4 
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t | © beſſaved?? Mark xvi. 16. And Peter ſays to the Jews, who | 
„being pricked in their hearts, aſke1, what they thoulddo z “Re- Fi 
1. 1 © pent and be baptizeg.“? Acts ii. 33. And when the eunuch . 
& | % moved, that he might be baptized, Philip ſaid to him, If b 
4 "thou believet with"all'thy! heart, thou mayeſt.“ Acts viii. 37. 4 
ty © We read alſo of ſeveral who, agreeably to this rule, were bap- 105 
f ihe ins T's faith and repentance.” If repentance and 
1 « faith are the neceſſary conditions of baptiſm, infants cannot be 


in admitted: for they make no profeſſion, and give no evidence 
0 of Riſe te gestion 11 12 157 129917 r f 4 FLA er 


155 Anſwer. To ſhew that this objection is without any weight, we 

80 need only open our bibles, and read the ſeveral texts that are 5 | 
Of brought to ſupport it. Let us take them in their order. 2 F 
n, The firſtis, Mat. xxviii. 19. I have before obſerved, that the ; 
be proper ſignification of the Greek is, © Go make all nations diſci- "IN 
nts OS ples, (or Proſelytes) baptizing them. teaching them Kc. Nas 0 
oft our opponents grant And that this is a good warrant for the 5 
tos _ baptiſm'6f the infants,' who according to the ſcriptures, and the . 
16 conſtant ſenſe and practiſe of the Jews, in the admiſſion of pro- . , 
r ſelytes, Are to be accounted diſciples or proſelytes, as well:as+ the | 


05 parents; and are therefore to be admitted by the ſame outward 
Nt rite. And to ſay that infants can no otherwiſe become diſciples 


: 

: 
£ 
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82. The Objeftion from Mark xvi. 16. Anſwered, 
than by being taught, is no better than a mean 3 of t he 
-1 Very point to he proved. Wheneyer, Fuente mage 2 diſciple 
of the parent, the right and privilege of diſciples was given to 
the children; who were as ſuch to be baptizecd Ne dad with 
the parents, according to the apoſtles orders, to diſciple and bap 
tize all nations. 1 3 2 eld ian enen 
And if we ſhould underſtand the word here uſed as fignifying 
to inſtruct or indoctrinate, there would be no reaſon for any one 
to conclude, that infants may not be baptizedtill FF ar firſt 
taught - No ſũeh thing is ſaid, or in the leaſt implied. .C4 
_ diſciples are indeed to be taught, as well as baptized; e 
well as adults 3 as far, and as ſoon as they are capable of it. But 
that they may not be baptized till after they have been firſt 
taught, there is not one word, nor iota in the whole aragraph, 
' And to argue from the bare order of the words, that ola fr by 
tion is a neceſſary prerequiſite to baptiſm,in all caſes; is to build up- 
on quickſand indeed. For it is well known, that things are often 
mentioned in ſcripture, in a promiſcuous or inverted order.--Nay, 
if the order ofthe words were any ſolid ue den f9.25pHEvp n, 
we might, in this way, prove that it was the will of Chr iſs that 
the apaſtles mould: make diſciples, by firſt baptizing them, and 
then teaching them. For the inſtructions Chriſt gave; them when 
he ſent them forth, ſtand-in this order; © Go diſciple all nations, 
e baptizing them teaching them,” g. But we.lay noſtreſsat 
all upon ſuch precarious arguments. The truth is, ſome are to 
be taught before, and in order to, their being baptixed., Others 
are by baptiſm to be introduced into the ſchool of Chriſt, and 
put under the diſcipline of the church before, and igof der to 
their being taught. Adults we grant, are to be fir pght, aud 


to make a profeſſion of faith, in order to their being baptzed; 


and that for two reaſons, 1. They are immediately capable of it. 
2. They have no viſible right or meet neſs to be received as mem - 
bers of the church of Chriſt, till they profeſs their faith in him. 
And we may add, that it is not the will of Chriſt that any ſuch 
! ſhould be taken into his ſchool; without their free conſent. On 
che contrary, there are two reaſons why the infants, of believers 
mould by baptiſm be received into the church, without their be- 

ing firſt taught, and profeſſing their faith. 1. They are not at 


preſent capable of it. 2. Their ehureh memberſhip and right to 
baptiſm is manifeſt without it from the ſcriptures; as has been 


ſhewn. And it is the will of Chriſt, that they be entered into his 


. -fchool immediately, previous to their actual confent. A pro- 


* feffion of faith, does not more evidence the right of a believer to 
baptiſm, than his infant child's right to the ſame is evidenced by 
the ſcript ures, which declare that, of ſuch is the kingdom of 
1% heaven, that the promiſe is to them, and that they are holy.“ 
This text then contains nothing againſt infant baptiſm, and 
I have elſewhere ſnhewn, that it furniſhes, a good argument in fa- 

vour of it. The next paſſage we have to cenfider is, dae 
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The Ob jection from Acts ii. 38. Anſwered, 83 


8 
15, 16. „ Preach the goſpel to every creature, He that believeth 
and lis baptized, ſnall be ſaved; but he that believeth not ſnall 
be damned??? If this text does not contain ſo. much in favour 
of infant baptiſm as theè other, yet certainly there is nothing 

$ againſtiit. It is true, faith and baptiſm are here required in order ( 
e to ſalvation. But whether in order to ſalvation, faith be required 4 
ſt before baptiſm in all caſes, or in any caſe, is not ſaid; nor can it 1 
s. be proved from this text; which only contains à promiſe of ſal- | 
3 vation to thoſe who believe and are baptized. And I preſume. 
it it will be allowed, that if any one ſhould-firſt be baptized, and af- 
it ſl terwards ſhould believe; this promiſe: would belong to him, as 
h. really as if he had fuſt believed, and then was baptized.---If anx 
a, ¶ one thould be baptized upon a hy pocritical profeſſion of faith, and 
)- K afterwards ſhould. become a true believer, he would no douht be 
0, WM aved; nor would it be required of him that he be again baptized, | 
„And though we grant that a profeſſion of faith is required of an 
n, unbaptized adult, in order to his being baptized; yet it is an abhuſe i 
at W of ſcripture, to argue that infants are not to be baptized till they. | 1 
ad believe, becauſe believing is mentioned before baptiſm in this 1 
en ¶ place, which by the acknowledgment of our opponents, Speaks. | 
1s, only of thotle who are capable of attending to the preaching of 
the goſpel, and of actual believing.“ They do not apply to infants | 
to the damnatory ſentence 1a unbelievers; and it is equally un- | 
ers tea ſonable, to urge their want of faith, as an objeQion to their be- j 
nd ing admitted to baptiſm.---In ſhor', I can find nothing in theſe 1 

} 

| 

' 

| 

. 
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o words, that makes the leaſt difficulty in the matter; unleſs we 
d will be ſo ridiculouſly abſurd as to imagiue, that infants and adult 
d; believers cannot both be the ſubjects of baptiſm ; or that the 
fit. I nention of the one alone, implies the denial of the other. n 
m- In Acts ii. 38. Peter exhorts his hearers to repent and be bap- 
im. tied for the remiſſion of ſins. Thoſe: whom he thus exhorts were 
al adults. For no one preaches to young infants; We grant 4 
On tat repentance is required of unbaptized adults, in order to their ; 
ers M being baptized. But does he ſo much as hint, that infants are | 
be- Ynot to be admitted: No. But in the next words aſſerts, that the | . 
tat Name promiſe which belonged to them, and which be holds up as — 
t to Na warrant and encouragement to them, to repent and be baptia- 
een ed, did alſo belong to their children. But theſe words have been 
his before confidered, 1 ; 
pro- The ſame remark is to be made on the words of Philip to the 
rt0 runuch, „If thou believeſt with all thine heart, thou mayeſt be 
1 by W+« baptized,” Any Pedobaptift, muſt, upon his own principles, | 
have ſaid the ſame, upon the like occaſion. . 5 | | f 
The examples of thoſe who were baptized upon a profeſſion of 5 
hith, are fometimes brought as an objection againſt infant one | ö 
im. Theſe, we grant, are a proof that believers are the ſubjects f 
df baptiſm. - We grant further, that they are no proof that in- 
fints are ſubjects. But it is ſtrange it ſhould ever be thought that 
ticſe examples make any thing againſt the baptiſm of e 
| | | anno! 
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84 Infant Baptiſm 10 Part. of Popery, &c. 


Cannot adult believers be admitted, unleſs infants berejected : Is 


there not room enoughtin'the church for both? A thoufand in- 
ſtances of one ſort, are no argument againſt the admiſſton of the 


other. «The truth is, we have not many certain inſtances of adult 


baptiſm mentioned particularly in the New Teſtament. Several 
of thefe were perſons of note, Who had no children. Of others, 
it appeats, that if there were children in their families, as is highj- 


ly probable; they were baptized with them. And ſome that are 
confidently fuppofed to have been adults, might a great part of 
them have been infants, for any thing that appears to the contra- 
Ty; particularly the gooo added to the church on the day of Pen- 
tecoſt. But among all thoſe, who are ſaid to have been baptized 


updu a profeſſion of faith; it is remarkable that we find not one 
that was born of Chriſtian parents, or was, e way nt a fit 
ew Teſtament 

the hiſtory of the church for thirty years after Chriſt's aſcenſion, 


ſubject of baptiſm in infancy. We have in the 


in all which there is not one inſtance that in the leaſt countenances 
their practice, who are againſt the baptiſm of the children of be - 
lie vers, till they are of age, to profeſs their faith. Wherein they 
differ from us, they have moſt certainly neither precept nor ex- 
ample in ſcripture to ſupport them. big ene 
Upon the whole, this objection, which has often been held u 
with fo much parade, is like a vapour; which, beheld.at a dif- 
tance, may look as if there might be ſomethingꝑ in it; but upon 
a nearer view, is found to be as light and unſubſtantial as the air, 
while we endeavour to handle it, we can find nothing in it. 


It is objected by ſome, that Chriſt was ba ptized in adult age; | 


« and we ought herein to follow his example.” | 


Anſwer. John's baptiſm, with which Chriſt was baptized. was | 
not inſtituted till Chriſt was of adult age. How could it beexpet- 


ed that he ſhould have the ordinance adminiſtred to him, before 
it was a divine ordinance? We might as well argue againſt infant 
circumcifion, becauſe Abraham was circumciſed in adult age. 
But Chriſt in his infancy was dedicated to God, and received into 
the number of bis people, according to the ordinances then in 
uſe: which may ſerve as a precedent. and pattern to chriſtians 
to dedicate their children to God in baptiſm, the rite of inducti- 


on to the chrifiian church. Chriſt's: baptiſm was the token of 


his ſolemn conſecration to his public miniftry-; ſignifying his 


ano inting with the Holy Ghoſt to the offices of prophet, prieſt, 
and king; which he was to execute, and was - accordingly inau- 
gurated at his entering on the public diſcharge of theſe his offices, 


when he vas about thirty years of age. There were many pe- 
culiar circumſtances attending Chriſt's baptiſin, which are not 
imitable by us. og Eats e = 
„ It is objected, “ That infant baptiſm is a part of popery, the 
- ©+baſis of national churches, and worldly eftabliſhments,; that it 
2 unites the church and world, and keeps them together.? 
%%% ̃ d af 341, 4 2 a ct NOT 
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' Covenant. 


ever. 


An Ohjectiun from 1. Peter iii. 21. Anſtvered. 85, 


Anſwer. Infant baptiſm is grounded on the ſcriptures ; and 1s 
commonly practiſed in thoſe churches that are not, nor ever were 
ſubjet to the Pope; therefore, it is not a part of Popery, thcugh 


pPractiſed, as divers other ordinances are, in the Roman church. 


fant baptiſin is not the baſis of national churches, and world- 
ly eſtabliſhments. Infants were church members long before there 
was a national church in the world; whict was not till the Horeb 
That particular conſtitution of a church, and form of 
adminiſtration, whereby it becomes national, has no connegion 
with, or dependance upon infant baptiſm. A national church 
may as well be formed upon the principle of Antepedobaptiſm as 


any other. If the church of England ſhould renounce infant bap- 


uſm,.and yet retam :ts preſent conſtitution in other reſpects, it 
would flil} be, and might as well continue, a national church as 

There may be a national church, though not one half of the 
nation are of it. And there would be no national church, though 


all the individuals of the nation were members of congregational 


churches. And as for worldly eſtabliſhments of religion, it is too 


plain to need infiſting on, that infant baptiſm no way affects them. 


Infant baptiſm ſtands as well without, as with human eſtabiith- 
ments; and human eſtabliſhments can ſtand as well without, as 
with intant baptiſm. L a 


Infant baptiſm does not unite the church and the world, and _ 


keep them together. If by the world we mean thoſe that are 
not of the viſible church; how.can the baptizing of fuch infants 
2s are of the church, unite the church with thofe that do not be- 
lopg to it? Tf by the world be meant profeſſed chriſtians, who 
are manifeſily unmeet and unworthy of chriſtian communicn, 


infant baptiſm neither unites the church, nor keeps it united with - 


any ſuch. It is owing to the, negle@ or abuſe of diſciplire, when 
ſuch remain united with the church. Or if any ſhovjd mean by 
the world, vifible Chriſtians, who are ſecretly Eypocritical; it is 
not the wil of Chriſt that the church fhould be ſeparated from 
theſe, till their hypocriſy becomes waniſeſt. Nor would the abo- 
Lihing of infant baptiſm make ſuch a ſeparation. | 

It is objeQed, „That the anſwer of a gcod conſcience is req uir- 
«ed in baptiſm, in order to its being of ſaving advantage, 1 Pet. 
* 11. 21. And as infants are incapable of this, they are not ſuh- 
« jets cf baptiſm.” T anſwer, Though the anſwer or engage- 
ment of a good conſcience muſt be joined with the outward 
wiſhing with water, when the ſubieQ is capable of it, yet this 
makes nothing againſt infant baptiſm. For if the anſwer of a good 
conſcience be afterwards annexed to the ſacramental weſhing re- 
ceived in infancy, ſuch a baptiſm is as valid, and as available to 
ſalvation, as if the waſhing with water, and the anſwer of a goed 
Onſc:tence, had been at the ſame t me. And infants are by their 
bopt (ſm, bound to the anſwer of a good conſcience ; whica they 
re to recognize and perform, when they are capable of it. In- 
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86 Why Infants not admitted to the Lord's Supper. 
deed, this paſſa f 
compares baptiſm to the ark of Noah, as being the figure or an · 
tity pe of it, bearing a reſemblance to it. Noah by faith, prepar- 
ed the ark, for the ſaving of himſelf and his houſe. As his chil: 
dren were received with him into the ark, ſo the children of be- 
lievers belong to the church, and are the ſubjeQs of baptiſm, to- 
gether with their 
and reſemblance of the ark 8 RTE! | 
It is alſo objeQed, that if infants are members of the church, 
« and ſubjects of baptiſm, they ought alfo to be adm tted to par- 
cc take of the Lord's ſupper, which is an ordinance to which alt 
« the members of the Chriſtian church have a right. And 
ge gy it was cuſtomary with the ancient Chriſtians, who 
cc practiſed i | 
tt them. And they who diſapprove the communicating of in- 
6“ fants, ſhould, if they Wut be conſiſtent, diſallow the bapy 
ten tizing of them, | rote p ED 


Anſwer. We grant that infants, as church members, have an, 


external right to all the ordinances of the viffble church, as far, 
and ſoon as they are actually capable of, and meet for them. As 
they ate immediately capable and meet ſubjects of baptiſm,_they 
are to be admitted thereto without delay. As ſoon as they are 
capable of receiving inſtruction from the word, they fhould be 
brought to give their attendance to it; and when they can fo far 


underſtand the p ture and deſign of the Lord's ſupper, and have 


ſuch a meaſure of knowledge and faith, that they can diſcern the 
Lord's body, and examine themſelves, and ſo eat of that bread, 
and drink of that cup; it is not only their right, but their duty to 
do ſo, without delay. Though an infant may have a right to an 
eſtate, of which he is an heir, yet he is not admitted to poſſeſs, oc- 
cupy, and improve it, till he is of capacity for it. And fuch is 
the nature and deſign of the Lord's ſupper, that a right attends 
ance on it, requires an actual capacity and preſent meet neſs for it; 
which-infants have not. And it is this want of capacity ard 
mee tneſs, and not a want of right to church privileges, that is the 
reaſon why we do not admit them. But this reaſon does not ex- 
clude them from baptiſm; of which they are as capable and meet 
ſubjects now, as they were of circumciſion formerly. They are 
a of the ſign, and the thing ſignifed; of coming under the 
obtic:tions, and having the grace and privileges of the covenant 
ſecursq and conveyed to them; of being ſolemnly dedicated to 
Gol; recognized and admitted, as his viſible church and people. 
Theſe things they ace capable of in infancy. And to fignify and 
elfect theſe, is the deſigu and uſe of baptiſm, as has been obſerved. 
Wie ſacknos ledge it was an error in the ancient Chriſtians, to 
adminiſter the Lord's ſupper to infants. They might, probably, 
be led into it, by confidering that the Jewifſi infants did eat of the 
pailover; which, they might ſuppoſe, anf wered to the Lord's ſup- 

5 per; 


e ſpeaks plainly in our favour. For the apoftle 


arents 3 Which bears in this reſpect, the figure 


And ac- 


nfant baptiſm, to adminiſter the Lord's ſupper alſo to 


c eee: 
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Of ther Practice of tbe ancient Churches. 87 


r; & by miſtaking what Chriſt ſaid of the neceſſity of eating his- 
Heſh, and drinking his blood. The reaſon was plaufible, though 
inconcluſive. And they were, upon further confideration, con- 
vinced of their miſtake; and laid this practice wh olly aſide. But 
we do not find that the divine right of infant baptiſm was ever 
called in queſtion by them, or the practice of it difcontinued. 
"Their admitting infants ts the Lord's ſupper, though irregular, 
was yet a leſs and more excuſeable error, than it is to ſhut them 
Wholly aut of the church. Though a young infant may not be fit 
ko fit at the table, and eat the meat of ſtrong men; yet this would 
not, by any means, be ſo improper, as to turn him out of doors, 
and not own him as belonging to the ans 1 


8 Thus I have conſidered all the chief objections againſt infant 


N „that I have met with; which I have aimed to ſtate fairly 
and candidiy, though briefly---I can find no weight in them. But 
if, after all, it ſhould ſeem to any, that there is fome real dificul- 


ty in the caſe, that they Khow not how to remove; this ough> 
not to overthrow or ſtagger their belief of the doctrine itſelf, if 


the arguments in favour of it are found to be conclufi ve, or of 
more weight than the contrary objections. Yea; if any ſhould 
think there is only a greater probability fof, than againſt it, they 
9585 to be determined in their judgment and practice, by proba- 
757 ogg till they can obtain ſuch proofs as are morè full and 
TCM TREE d A 2 RL g 
| Linteadeaira have added ſome reflections upon the whole ar- 
Faden But here I muſt aim to be as brief as poſſible; as this 
diſcourſe is already much longer than was intended, — 
It appears, I truſt, that our opponents have no reaſon to ſay, 
as they are wont to do with great confidence, that there is no- 
thing in the ſcriptures in favour of infant baptiſm, but they plain- 
5 declare againſt it, We have fearched the ſcriptures, and 
nd nothing at all contrary to infant baptiſm ; and plain proofs 
that infants are members of the gofpel church, and that all church 
members are. the ſubjects of baptiſm. Whether this does not 
amount ta a fair and full proof, let every one who has the reaſon 
of a man confider and judge. OE OY SE I INT | 
We learn alſo, the error of rehaptizing thoſe, who have been 
baptized in their infancy. This ptaRice cannot be juſtified either 
by precept or example, or any good reaſons. ©. Infant baptiſm ad- 
minifired by ſprinkling, we have examined by the ſcriptures, 
and find it to be well-warranted. To renounce it therefore, and 
be baptized over again, is utterly wrong. And thongh we chart- 
tably believe thatthoſe who have gone intothis practice, have done 
it conſcientioufly,yet their conſciences were therein miſguided, and 
they have entangled themſelvesby the wrong ſtep they have taken, 
and given ſatan an advantage againſt them. Having openly renounc- 
ed communion with all chriſtians, but thofe of their own party, they 
too often appear to be exceedingly hardened againſt all means that 


can 


88 Advice to thoſe who are in Doubt. 
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can be uſed for convincing them of their error; and take it with 
great ſcorn and impatience, to have it ſuggeſted to them that per- 
| 3 they are in a miſtake. And if any ſuch ſuſpicions fhould 
ever ariſe in their mingps For what a ſtrong temptation will they 
have to wink hard againſt the light, when it begins fo enter into 
their minds, and to diſcover to them, what they cannot bear the 
thoughts of, that in the height of their con fidence they have been 
wrong. It is very unhappy when chriſtians ran themſelves into 
ſuch fad intavglements, and yet their ſcruples and prejudices fixed 
j Snot „ Haſh, 55 
f. et ſuch then as labour under doubts and ſcruples, reſpecting 
the validity of the haptiſm they have received in their infancy, 
be adviſed not to be haſty and raſh, in taking a ſtep of ſo much 
importance, as the renouncing of this their baptiſmal dedication 
to God, and the communion of thoſe churches, which, have had 
evident tokens of the gracious preſence of Chrift in their Fahne 
ſtrations. We are far from urging you to give up your conſei- 
ences to our diretion. We cliim no dominion over the faith of 
any one, but with you to examine and judge for yourſelves, what 
is truth, and waat is right. If we can give you any affiſtance'in 
ſearching the ſcriptures, by pointing out to your notice any evi- 
dences of the truth which you may have overlooked, we would 
willingly, in täis way, be helpers of your joy. Nor do we object 
to your conſidering candidly what- may be offered on the other 
Kee :. for we are perſuaded that à good cauſe. will ſuffer no damage 
by being thoroughly examined in the cleareſt light. But remem- 
ber there is a great difference between a difficulty and a clear rea- 
ſon, between being puzzled, and having a rational and ſatisfac- 
tory conviction; between having ſcruples about the regularity of 
iafant baptiſm, and having ſufficient arguments againft it. Take 
time to weigh things fairly and juſtly ; and let no one drive you 
along blindly, faſter than you can ſee your way plain before you. 
Be willing to take pains, and uſe all the heips you can come at, 
to get a right underſtanding of the grounds and reaſons on either 
fide. If there be any thing you cannot comprehend, ſeek the aſ- 
filance of thoſe who may be able to inſtruR you. And if, after 
all, you ftould be unſatisfied, rather wait in ſuſpence, till God 
ſhall vouck ſafe yon further light, than change blindly and at a 
venture, as many have done. And Cheriſh a meek and humble 
diſpoſit on. © God will guide the meek in judgment, and teach 
e the meek his way.” Take heed that Satan does not blow you 
up with ſpiritual pride, which is more odious and dangerous than 
any other. „ Seeſt theua man wiſe in his own conceit, there is 
* more hope of a fool, than of him.” And take heed of wilful- 
neſs, of evil ſurmiſings, and prejudices : and let it be your daily 
and earneſt prayer to God, that he would guide and keep you in 
his own way, and grant you that wiſdom and underſtanding 
which is neediul for yon; direction. And beware that no man de- 
| | ceive 


Advicts to iboſe abe are eftabliſhed 89 


- teive and bias you with crafty artifices, and con fident pretencesy 


inftead of ſound reaſons. . Believe not every ſpirit, but try the 


| © ſpirits, whether they be of God; for many falſe prophets are 
de gone out into/the world.“ If there are any that are manifeſtly 
acted by a party ſpirit; any that would ſour and leaven your 
minds with uncharitableneſs; any that would lead you away 


from the ſcriptures, to follow enthuflaſtic impreſſions and impulſ- 


es; any who endeavour to perſuade by noiſe and clamour, and 


fierceneſs, and ſtriking the paſſions, inſtead of enlightning the un- 
_ derftanding by plain ſcripture, and fair calm reaſoning ; any that 


. endeavour to move men from their ſtedfaſtneſs, by flatteries, or 


. cenſures, hy confidence, by pitying the Blindneſs of others, or 
boaſting of their own illaminations ; lach as theſe you have rea- 


ſon to be cautious of hearkening to. Take heed that you, be not 


impoſed on with chaff inſtead of wheat; with vain dreams and 


hurtful prejudices, inſtead of divine truths. Make the ſcriptures 


the rule of your religion, according to the plain and natural inter- 


1e ation of them, If any one can offer you light from the ſcrip- 
res, attend to it; but reſolve. to ſee and judge for yourſelves. 


And let it be your care conſcientiouſly to practice agteeably to 
what you have already learned of the will of God. This is a 


good preſervative againſt dangerous miſtakes, and being carried 
about with divers and ſtrange doftrines: © If any man will do, 
the will of God, he ſhall know of the doctrine, whether it be of 


mY 


tt God,” 


Let thoſe who are eftabliſhe1 in the belief of this doftrine; 


which has thus far been diſcourſed of, be thankful to God for the 


* 


* 


kind regard he has ſhewn for the offspring of his covenant peo- 
ple. Let parents hereby be encouraged to devote tkeir children 
to him in baptiſm, without needleſs delay; and alſo to pray for 


them, with a ſtedfaſt faith and truſt in that promiſe; which is to 
dren.. If any of your ciildrenſtouli die 


belie ers and their chi 


in ther infancy, reſign them patientiy to the mer*} of a'covenant' 


| God, with a comfortable perſuaſion that they are of the nüämber. 


of thoſe little ones, who belong to the kingdom df heaven. If 


your care-to be bronght up for him. Let your belief of this animit e 
your hopes, your prayers, and endeavours for them. They wliot + © 
d ſb:lieve and deny this article of our faith cut th&m'alves, off 


they ſhould live to grow. up under your Care, tran them up in 
the nurture and admonition of the Lord, hoping and expeting 


a-ſpecial bleſſing on theſe labours of lose. Confider that theſe 
c :ldren are of the church of Cs riſt. le has put thin under 


from theſe comfortable and Gre po or vs, with reſet tu 
their children. 


tokens of the qivine diſpleafure, ought ſeriou!! y to be cohfidered; 


Aud yer we-4ops, with reſpe*? to thoſe of them who are the true 


people ot God, tuat the promiſe is to their children as well as urs 


* * 6 * H 2 
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eit Cl And iow far ther neglet of Je{citing them to 
God in, his ap ointed ordinance may expoſe ſnch familes tothe 
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9 0 Addreſs to Fe Children of the Covenant. 


though they do not belſeve it} of tale the comfort, or make. the 


improvement of it, which they ought. We willingly hope and 


truſt, that their unbelief in ths point, will not make the faith 

or promiſe of God without effect; but that they will have the 

joy of ſeeing the accomplifttment thereof, in the bieſfings of divine 

grace uppd Fheir children. But let us thew that the doarine of 
infant bap 


* 


| tüm is, with us, nat a bar ren ſpeculation, but a eom- 
forting encouraging and engaging motive to the difcharge of 
family duties. If we believe that God has reſer ves of new cove- 


nant bleſſings for our families, according to his gracious promiſe, 
let us uſe the means in order to the conveyance of theſe bleffings 


* 


to them. And let us order our houſe. with piety, gravity and 


v iſdom, as becomes the church and houſe of God, w ixing there- | 


in with a perfect heart. 


And though we would with pleaſure expreſs our chriflian af- 


ſection to thaſe who diſſent from us in this point, when they ap- 


als of chriſtianity ; yet 


pear to be fincere in the profeſſion and practice of the fundamen- 
| think we mould not give any counte- 


nanace to tie attempts of thoſe who ſet themſelves to vilify and fet 


at Bought our ſacred adminiſtration, and four the minds of the 


- fimple with the leaven of uncharitableneſs and fchiſm. If we are 
eftabliſhed in this truth, and have that loveand zeal for it which 


we ovght to have, we ſhould not took on with cool gndifference, 


while miſtaken men are endeavouring to rob us of this facred de- 
poßhtum, delivered to the ſaints. This article of our koly baith is 


of too much importance to be parted with. We ſhould not act 


o inconfitent a part, as to do any thing that may ſtrengthen 


their hands, and give them an advantage, who would “ by fair 
dee f2eectes deceive the hearts of the fimple,”” and perſuade them 
to renounce communion with the churches of the ſaints in the 
boly ordinances of Chriſt. And that we may be able to contend 
for this truth with greater Kill and ſucceſs, let us labour to be 
_furn.ſhed with ſuch ctear, ſcriptural arguments as may be ſuffici- 
ent to convince, or at leaſt ſilence, gainfayers. Let us ſtudy and 
_ digeſt well the reaſons on which this doctrine and practice of the 


church is grounded, that ſo we may all, to greater advantage, be 
fellow he pers to the truth. And we need not fear, but that the 
cauſe of God will be fupported, and in the end will triumph, 


whatever oppoſition ey be made to it. 


In the conctufion, I would turn myſelf to the rifing generation, 


- who are the children of the covenant, and have, by baptiſm, 


been admitted into the church of God. After having faid ſo 
much for you, in pleading your cauſe, and maintaining your 


_ . T'ghts, in oppoſition to thoſe who would caſt you out of the 


_ Inheritance of the Ford, let me have your attention, while I 
" fap a few things to yon. B+ thankful te God, that he has 


deen pleaſed to inveſt yon with the privileges, and lay you 
under the bonds, of his gracious covenant 5 and let the con- 
Federation quicken and encourage you in ſeeking and * 
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dbireſs to dhe Chiltren of the Covenant. 91 


| the Sock of your fathers. Though the grace of the new co- 
q venant be promiſed, in a paxticulag,,manyer, to the children 
L of God's covenaut people, yet you are not to expect a 
> . faving application of it to any of you, ualeſs you diligently 
> ſeek for it, inthe uſe-of: his appointed means. “ He will 
f “for this be enquired of by you.” But for your encou- 


| ragement, „He hath not ſaid to the Feed of "Jacob, ſeck ye 
f % me in vain.” Tneſe promiſes Pd the ee, 97 * 
- Covenant With a peculiar plea, in, their prayers to God, for 
by his converting and ſanctifying grace. Avouch then your fa- 
88 thers God for your God; and let Ephraim's prayer he yours, 
d % Turn thou me, and L hall be turnad, for thou are the 
e- Lord my God. And lahour to get a good underſtanding of 
i the grounds and principles of the Chriſtian doctrine; but 


I. reſt not in a doctrinal knowledge, without a practical and 
P- experimental acquaintance with its. divine power ad efficacy 
n- to ſanAify you in ſpirit, fout, and dody. And as your 
place and ſtanding in the church . qbliges you in duty, as 
Well as gives you a viſible right, to attend. afl the ordi- 
nances which Chriſt has inſtituted for the efification of his 
church, particularly the ordinance of the Lord's ſupper, I 
ch would now invite you to come to this facred feaſt, with 
that due preparation which is required in a worthy approach 


de. thereto: and by a fincere. and folemn recognition of your 
"A baptiſmal vows, make the act of your parents, in dedicat- 
1 ing you to God, your on aft ; and let your whole converſation 
ren be as becomes members of the church. As you belong to 
— | , the ſchool of Chriſt, labour to make proficiency da ly under 


the inſtructions and difcipline- of it.---Yoy are admitted into 

the ſociety of God's profeſſing people; improve your Tela- 
tion and connection with them for your. improvement in the 

graces and virtues of the Chriftian temper and le, that you 
may be daily growing up to the meaſure of perfect men in 
. Chriſt, and to a meetneſs to be partakers of the inheritance 

of the ſaints in light. Be the companions of them that fear 
the Lord, and be not companioas of fools.---<* He that 
de walketh with the wiſe ſhall be wiſe, but a companion of 
& fools ſhall be deftroyed.”? | „ 
ut theſe things have been often it cykcated, and therefore 
1 ſhall not enlarge upen them ; but ſhall ſeave with you the 
lolemn charge of David to his beloved ſon and ſeccefſor : 
« And now, my Children, know the God of your farbers, 
c and ſerve him with a perfect heart, and willing mind; 
« for the Lord ſearcheth all hearts, and underſtandleth all 
* the imaginations of the thouguts : If you ſeek him, te 
„ will be fourd, ef you; but if you forſake. him, he will 
's& caſt you off for ever.“ 8 


9 =... BO$TON, Sept. 3, 1787. 
In the Prefs, and will be publiſhed the beginning of October, 
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07 T Tees 
WAR in AMERICA, 
8 BETWEEN e 
GREAT BRITAIN and the UNITED STATES; 
From its Commencement (with a_General Introductory Hiſtory 
on the firſt ſettling of the Country) and will be carried for- 
Ward to the End of the War: . 
Exhibiting a circumftantial, connected, and complete Account 
of the real Cauſe, Riſe, and Progreſs of the War, interſperſed 
with Anecdotes and Cnaracters of the different Commanders, 
and Accounts of ſuch Perſonages in Congreſs as have diſtin- 
guiſned temſelves during the Conteſt. | 
With an Appendix (which will be added to the firſt Volume) 
containing a Collection of intereſting and authentic Papers, 
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_ tending to elucidate the Hiſtory. ; 
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IJ. THE Work will hs publiſhen in monthly Numbers, print- 
_ eq on beaut ful ne Types, and exgellent Paper. Each Num- 
ber will contain fixty four pages, in large octavo. -The firſt 
Number will be adorned with 4 be:ntitv] Copperplate Fran- 
tiſpiece of his Fx ellency Governor HANCOCK); who wag 
Prefiient of the American C-vgrefs, when they declared Indò- 
ph UTR the t if Number will be p'ven a beantiful 
ke eſs of his Fx-*lency General WASHINGTON; 
an i every alternate Number will be embelliſhed] with elegant 
Lkeneſſes of the Heroes of the Age. Tie Engravings will be 

». * executed by an ingenions Artiſt. WIC. 
II. THE Work vill he put to tie Preſs, àe Hon as a fufficient 
Number of Subſcribers have given in their Names; and, as ſe- 
veral Gentlemen have already encouraged the Work, * 195 
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pedted the firſt Number will be publiſhed the Beginning of 

October, ana th ſucceeding Numbers, on the firſt Days of the 
enſuing Months. + | Tg f 

III. THE Price of eich Number, to Subſcribers, ſtitched in 
blue Paper, will be only Three Shillings Lawful Money, or 
Country Produce in Proportion, The Money to be paid on 

the Delivery of each Number. os 5 | 

IV.-THOSE who ſubſcribe for Twelve Numbers, ſhall have 
two gratis, | Go IEEE 


I Subſcriptions for the above Work, will be thankfully received by 


_ Narttanitt Coveaiy and 
RoszxrT Hopos, 
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